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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue List or causes for the Hilary Sittings is oe 7 published, 
_ but on searching the books it appears that there will be upwards 
of 750 causes before the five judges of the Chancery Division, and 


that the appeals will number about 350, of which upwards of 230 
are from the Chancery Division. 





___A rransrer of seventy-five causes from Mr. Justice Pzarson to 
_ Mr. Justice Nontu, for the purpose of trial or hearing only, was 
| made on the 29th of December, and will be found printed else- 
' where. It will be observed that the first of these causes has 
_ been ready and waiting for trial since the 29th of January last 
B year. 





Tue Yorxsutre Recisrrres Act, 1884, came into operation on 
Thursday, and every one dealing with land in Yorkshire must bear 
_ in mind that registered assurances relating to such land take 

priority over unregistered assurances, although ms claiming 
under the former may have had actual notice of the latter (section 
14); and that the registration of any instrument under the Act 
constitutes actual notice of such instrument, and of the fact of its 
_ registration, to all persons and for all purposes whatsoever (section 
15). Up to the time of writing, no intelligence has reached us of 
_ any rules having been published for carrying into effect the 
| objects of the Act. Under section 35 the rules are to be made by 


been made with the creditors. The most interesting part of the 
tables is that in which the writer gives an approximate estimate of 
the number of these private arrangements in each trade. Their 
estimated total is 2,590 ; while the total number of bankruptcies is 
5,098. It appears, therefore, that the total of the private arrange- 
ments is considered to amount to more than half the total of the 
bankruptcies. Shall we continue to hear that there is no evidence 
of the extensive prevalence of arrangements outside the Act ? 





‘‘ A Country Soxicrror ”’ writes to the Zimes to “‘ draw the atten- 
tion of testators who have by their wills given specific legacies of 
the Government Three per Cent. Stocks, and have since converted 
the same into other Government Stocks, to the fact that such 
optional conversion has the effect of nullifying the bequest, and 
the legatees in such cases will derive no benefaction therefrom.” 
The warning is useful, because it is desirable to avoid all 
questions as to whether ademption has or has not taken place. 
The 7th section of the National Debt (Conversion of Stock) Act, 
1884, which might easily have been so framed as to prevent 
all such questions, merely provides that ‘‘where stock is ex- 
changed under this Act, the stock taken in exchange, and 
the dividends thereon, shall be subject to the same trusts, 
charges, rights, distringas, and restraints as affect the stock can- 
celled on the exchange and the dividends thereon respectively,” 
The legatee has, of course, no “rights” during the testator’s 
lifetime, so this section does not helphim. But wedoubt whether, 
if the question alluded to in the letter of the ‘Country Soli ad 
should arise, the legatee would ‘‘derive no benefaction’’ from the 

ific bequest. We apprehend that, upon the principle laid down 


“the county authority” (defined by section 3 as meaning the | specific beq 


justices of the peace of the Riding constituting the district of the 
registry), and must be confirmed by the Lord Chancellor. 





Iz wit eIve considerable satisfaction to the profession, and 
most of all to the judges, to know that the cause of the cold 
draughts which have been prevalent in the courts has at length 
been discovered and removed. Only a few days ago a letter was 
written to the Times by an official of the Office of Works, in 
which, referring to the complaints by the judges of the existence 
of draughts in the courts, he affirmed that there was “no reason 
to believe that any cold air had access to the court on those 
occasions, as the temperature was evenly maintained throughout 
the day at sixty-four degrees.” At the time that letter was 
written the source of the evil had not been discovered. Now that 
it has been discovered, it is easy to understand how a thermometer 
at the end of the court farthest away from the bench was not 
affected by blasts of cold air which pervaded the neighbourhood of 
the bench only. It was the simplest thing possible. An 
window, in an unused passage leading to an unused door under- 
neath the bench, was the cause of all the mischief. Six or eight 
of the other courts were subject to a similar inconvenience from a 
similar cause. The window has now been closed. 





Ir appzars from the figures published in Kemp’s Mercantile 
Gazette that during the past year the new Bankruptcy Act 
has reduced the number of bankruptcies by over sixty 
cent., but, as the writer remarks, the reduction is an 
apparent one only, because the slight improvement in the 
home trade during the past year may be credited with 
a part of the reduction in the number of bankruptcies, and 
because it is well known that numerous failures have taken 
place during the past year which are not included in the figures on 
which the above estimate is based, private arrangements having 





in Oakes v. Oakes (9 Hare, 666) and In re Lane (28 W. R. 764, 
L. R. 14 Ch. D. 856), the decision as to whether a specific 
legacy of Three per Cent. Stock had been adeemed by the conver- 
sion of such stock by the testator under the recent Act, would 
turn on the question whether the testator “had, at the time of his 
death, the same thing existing, it may be in a different shape— 
yet substantially the same thing” (9 , at p. 672). It would, 
we think, be difficult to say that the new Two-and- uarters 
or Two-and-a-half per Cent. Stock is not ‘‘ substantially the same 
thing” as the exchanged Three per Cent. Stock. 





Ir 1s starep that a member of the Government is at present 


engaged in preparing a Bill to amend the law of lunacy, and’ 


intended to provide additional security that the liberty of the 
subject shall not be undul seme 4 with ; to make adequate 
provision for poorer mi patients in public asylums; 
and to give the lunacy commissioners an accession of 
and more power to enforce their recommendations. In dealing 
with the subject of the ge 2 law last year, we expressed an 
opinion that the first of these objects is the pivot and centre of the 
whole question of the reform of this branch of our law; and we 
urged that the only satisfactory remedy for the evils which recent 
cases have brought to light is to require an investigation before a 
jury, and conducted by a competent official, judge, master, or com- 
missioner, in case of detention on an allegation of lunacy. 
We need not repeat, but we may call attention to, the considera- 
tions we then urged to show the reasons commonly alleged 
i If the information 


per | against this proposal have little weight. 


which has been vouchsafed as to the provisions of the Bill 
relating to this matter now in course of on is accurate, 
the proposed legislation will take the of an attempt to 
patch up the present system. It is Bn gems that every 
order of admission of a private pati ! be signed by a 
magistrate of the county or in which the lunatic resides ; 
that one of the medical certificates should be signed by the patient’s 
10 
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usual medical attendant or by a registered medical practitiohet re+ 
siding in the district, and that the other medical certificate should 
be signed by the medical officer of health for the district, or b 
one of the medical officers of a county or borough asylum, who is 
to have no connection with the asylum to which the patient is 
sent ; and that an examination fee of, say, five guineas, exclusive 
of travelling expenses, should be paid whether the certificate of 
insanity is signed or not. This proposal may remove some of the 
most glaring absurdities of the present system of certification of 
lunatics, but, so far as we can see, it would be wholly ineffectual 
to secure that degree of publicity which is essential to prevent 
abuse. The magistrate’s order, we presume, is meant to insure 
this publicity; but unless a public hearing is required before 
the order is made, the magistrate will usually make it at his 

ivate residence, with about as little investigation as if it were a 
Soosas for the removal of cattle out of an infected district. And 
unless provision is made for subjecting the medical men signing 
the certificate to cross-examination in the interest of the patient, the 
remedy proposed will fail to remove one of the greatest evils of 


the present system. 





Some Licut is thrown upon the way in which the French law 
regards engagements between opera-singers and impresarios by 
a decision of the Cour de Paris in the case of Machetia v. 
Brisseur (reported in a recent issue of the Annales de la 
Propriété Industrielle). The defendant was the director of the 
Théatre des Nouveatés, and the plaintiff was a singer of American 
origin who had been engaged by him to ‘“‘ create,” as it is styled in 
theatrical language, the principal ré/e in the opera of ‘‘ Fatinitza,” 
which has since acquired a considerable degree of popularity. The 
defendant at first engaged the plaintiff conditionally, reserving the 
right to annul the contract if the authors of the piece and himself 
came to the opinion, after a fortnight’s rehearsals, that the plain- 
tiff’s American accent would prove a hindrance to the success of 
the piece. On this understanding the plaintiff attended the re- 
hearsals, and the result of her efforts would appear to have been 
satisfactory to the defendant, since, at the end of the fortnight, 
the plaintiff was definitely engaged to ‘‘create” the part at a 
salary of 1,200 francs a month during the representation of the 
piece at Paris; she, on her part, undertaking to pay a forfeit of 
25,000 francs if she failed to be present at all the rehearsals and to 
perform the part. A fortnight later the defendant informed the 
plaintiff that he intended that another performer should “create ”’ 
the réle, and, on the plaintiff expostulating, he said that he would 
not withdraw the part from her, but that he would not call upon 
her to perform except when he thought fit, and that he refused to 
recognize her claim to ‘’ create”’ the part and to play at the first 
representation of the opera. Thereupon the plaintiff ceased to 
attend the rehearsals, and brought her action against the defendant 
for 25,000 francs damages, while the defendant intrusted the part 
to another performer and brought out the piece, which had a run 
of three-months. He subsequently brought a cross-action for the 
25,000 francs forfeit mentioned in the contract. The court held 
that the defendant had broken a definite contract, and that it was 
no defence for him to say that he had done so at the instance of 
the authors of the piece; that, this being so, he had released the 
plaintiff from her obligation to attend the rehearsals, and that the 
defendant must pay the plaintiff 3,600 francs (three months’ salary) 
as damages, and the costs of both actions. 
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COVENANTS FOR RENEWAL IN LEASES. 


7 |Te case of Swinburne v. Milburn, recently decided by the 


House of Lords (L. R. 9 App. Cas. 844), is not only im- 
portant from the practical questions respecting covenants fur 
renewal of leases with which it deals, but is rendered interesting 
by the somewhat singular fact that it enabled three separate courts 
to take three totally different views of the main point involved in 
it. The material facts were as follows:—A lease was granted on 
the 24th of March, 1827, by Sir J. E. Swinburne, to one William 
Goodfellow, his heirs and assigns, during three lives, one of these 
lives being the life of the lessee. This document was very ill 
drawn, and one point arose upon the way in which the lives were 
specified. The lease was granted upon the surrender of an old 
lease for lives, and, in the new lease, the lessee was apparently 
spoken of as being the last surviving life under the old lease, which 
he was not. But the House of Lords, as well as the Court of Appeal 
and the Divisional Court, appear to have rejected this description 
as being a mere falsa demonstratio, and it does not require further 
mention. 

The covenant for renewal, upon which turned the main question 
at issue, was in the following terms :—‘‘ And also that the s-il 
Sir J. E. Swinburne, his heirs and assigns (upon the said Wm. 
Goodfellow, his heirs or assigns, surrendering this present demise, 
as hereinafter mentioned), shall and will, at any time hereafter 
— as often as one or two life or lives of, and in the 
said . . . premises, shall drop and be determined, renew, fill 
up, and grant a further term of and in the said premises for any 
other life or two lives of any other person or persons to be 
nominated by him, the said W. G., his heirs or assigns, in the 
stead, place, and room of the persons, life, or lives so dropping or 
determining, he, the said W. G., his heirs or assigns, paying unto 
the said Sir J. E. Swinburne, his heirs or assigns, for every such 
renewal . . . for every life or lives of such person or persons 
so to be renewed as aforesaid, the sum of 40s. only, and, at the 
same time, surrendering or delivering up this present demise to be 
cancelled.” On observing the words which we have placed in 
italics, the reader will see that this covenant contains some c¢x- 
pressions which point towards only a single renewal, while som= 
others point towards more than one. Since ‘‘ this present demise ”’ 
could be actually surrendered only once, there could be only one 
renewal, if such actual surrender is taken strictly as a condition 
precedent to the renewal. And, on the other hand, the words ‘‘ as 
often as” are clearly words of iteration, and primdé facie point 
towards recurrent renewals. 

The Queen’s Bench Division, consisting of Mr. Justice Day and 
Mr. Justice Smith, were of opinion that this covenant gave a right 
only to one single renewal. The Court of Appeal, consisting of 
the Master of the Rolls and the Lord Justice Bowen, came to the 
diametrically opposite conclusion, that it gave a perpetual right tv 
renewal (see 32 W. R. 400). When the case arrived at the 
House of Lords, the ingenuity of Lord Selborne devised 
a third interpretation, which was adopted by the House. 
His lordship thought that, though the covenant gave no 
perpetual right, yet it gave a right to more than one re- 
newal—namely, to a renewal “as often as any of the three 
lives, for which the leaee was granted, should drop, and either on 
the dropping of any one of the said lives, or after the dropping of 
any two of them, as the lessee might from time to time request.” 
Lord Blackburn plainly intimated his disapproval of this multiple 
renewal, though he did not think it worth while to dissent form- 
ally from the other members of the House, since this particular 
point was of subordinate importance. Upon the main question, 
the House was unanimous in holding that there was no right to a 
perpetual renewal. Lord Blackburn strongly inclined to concur 
with the Divisional Court in thinking that there was a right only 
to a single renewal. 2 

With regard to the judgment of the Court of Appeal, we shall 

rmit ourselves to feel some surprise that such learned and ab!o 
judges should have arrived at such a conclusion. There wus 
nothing whatever in the covenant, as Lord Selborne in effect 
observed, to suggest the remotest idea of a right of perpetual 
renewal; unless such a suggestion can be thought to be contained 
in the words “‘ as often as one or two life or lives,” &. And, as 


Lord Selborne remarked, the lease contained no provision that any 
new lease should contain a covenant for renewal. For our own 
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humble part, we should not have thought that the words “as often 
as,” which appear to be restricted to lives actually inserted in the 
original lease, contained any such suggestion; and we should not 
have thought it necessary, as Lord Selborne apparently did, to give 
some other practical effect to those words, in order to be able to avoid 
making them refer to a right of perpetual renewal. Inother language, 
since those words do not, in our opinion, import any right of per- 
petual renewal, we cannot see how it was necessary, in order to 
avoid giving to them that meaning, to give them any meaning at 
all. It may be a very desirable thing, upon general principles, to 
give them a meaning; and the particular meaning suggested by 
Lord Selborne may be, and probably is, the best that could be 
suggested for the purpose. But we fail to see how, if this meaning 
could not have been found for them, the words would thereby any 
the more have acquired a right to another meaning, to which they 
have no sort of grammatical or dialectical title. 

Lord Selborne, however, would appear to have entertained a 
different opinion, and to have thought that he was in some way 
bound to find a meaning for the words “as often as,” upon pain 
of being otherwise bound to make them import a right of per- 

tual renewal. He accordingly, with very great ingenuity, 
invented the meaning which we have given above. But he was 
dealing with such a badly-constructed instrument, that the task of 
giving an intelligible meaning to every part of it exceeded the 
limits even of his ingenuity. He was absolutely obliged to treat 
some part of it as meaning nothing, for the simple reason that it 
contains a plain contradiction in its terms. In one breath it 
implies that there shall be only one renewal, and in the next that 
there shall be more than one; and all Lord Selborne could possibly 
do was to choose between them. He had, in fact, to choose which 
clause he would insist upon, and which he would throw overboard. 
He chose to insist upon the words “as often as” as meaning 
everything, and to reject the words ‘this present demise” as 
meaning nothing. He said that to insist upon giving a strict 
application to these last words would be herere in cortice. 

Fortified by the opinion of Lord Blackburn, we humbly incline 
with him to have preferred the other alternative. In the mouths 
of careless, unskilful, and inaccurate people, the words “‘as often 
as’’ certainly mean no more than ‘‘ whenever ;” and “‘ whenever” 
may easily mean no more than ‘‘when.” On the other hand, 
when the parties to an agreement say that something is to be done 
upon surrendering this present demise, we have some difficulty in 
seeing how the agreement is to be fulfilled by doing the something 
upon the surrendering of some other demise. In this corter we 
humbly confess that we seem to feel ourselves somewhat inclined 
to stick ; or at least, not to be able to glide through it with the 
lubricated ease of Lord Selborne. 

However, the difference between the order proposed to be made 
by Lord Selborne and that of the Divisional Court is probably, as 
Lord Blackburn pointed out, only a question of the costs of the 
appeal. On the whole, the decision is one for which the profession 
may be grateful, and the case is one from which the studious 
reader may derive a great deal of profit. 








The London:correspondent of the Manchester Courier says :—‘‘ Since Mr. 
Justice Cave gave the decision against the Board of Trade in the action 
raised by the trustees in the bankrupt Parker’s estate, intimation has 
been received at the Bankruptcy Department of numerous other actions 
on the same ground. It has now that a general order sent to 
the official receivers authorized them to realize bankrupt estates, not 
only after, but also before adjudication. These instructions have been 
carried all over the country, and the official receivers have duly deducted 
their six per cent. of costs. Mr. Justice Cave’s decision that the charge for 
costs in the Parker bankruptcy was not within the scope of the Act 
to realized estates both before and after adjudication. I am informed 
on the appeal against that decision now pending, the Solicitor-General, 
who will appear for the Board of Trade, will admit that no costs can be 
levied by the official receivers before adjudication; but will contend for 
the six ey cent. charge after adjudication. Even should the Panne 
successful on these grounds, there will still remain some heavy 
between the Bankruptcy De ent and trustees on estates which have 
been charged costs before adjudication. Although defects in a 


of the Bankruptcy Act have now come under official 80 
poner that Mr. Chamberlain does not overlook them, I hear that it 
as been decided to introduce no amending Bill in the adjourned session. 


1t is considered desirable to have another year’s experience before amend- 
ing the Act.”’ 





THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


I. ORGANIZATION GENERALLY. 
No. 10.—-THe Soxnicrror’s CAPirat. 


THE amount of capital which a solicitor will require for the conduct 
of his business must obviously depend in part upon the nature and 


extent of his business, and in upon the view which he 
may take of what is com ended in the uses to which capital 
should be put. In so far as the first of these considerations is con- 


cerned, it would be idle to attempt to offer any general observations ; 
but the second appears to us to fall within the of useful discus- 
tion and reflection. We must, however, clear ground at starting 
by saying at once that we do not propose to touch upon any uses of 
capital not falling strictly within the professional business of a 
solicitor. Such a person may, no doubt, be found as a solicitor 
foolish enough to finance a ive builder, or to take shares in 
sete ee ee Ste ee ining directly and 
indirectly by doing so; and @ person . Wwe are sorry to 
say, been met with in history as a solicitor ready and willing to 
advance money to youthful en at sixty per cent. But such 
individual cases bear no relation to the general body of the profes- 
sion, and serve no more to illustrate the application of a solicitor’s 
capital in his business than would the purchase of a schooner. 

Taking our prescribed limits, and beginning at the beginning, 
there is, of course, always a certain amount of capital represented in 
the actual preparation of an office for the transaction of business. 
A solicitor cannot offer his client a seat without first buying a chair ; 
and his office furniture, fittings, and law library t so much 
hard cash which he will never see again, unless in the remote future, 
phen be hes en ceee coeianes SNGk Seas omni Senn S 
he is fortunate, dispose of them for a tenth part of 
cost. Relatively to other matters, this is not a very large question, 
but it stares the solicitor in the face at the outset, and so we give ite 
passing mention. 

Passing by such matters as chairs, tables, and books, we come to 
Som aspuneigenst tore of expense os ‘with hich the cient has 

are com in o wi i ient 

no personal concern, havens for which he is directly 
responsible. The former class would office rent, clerks’ salaries, 
stationery, and a number of expenses, petty as units, but considerable 
in the aggregate, incidental to the internal machinery of an office. 
In the latter would be included fees to counsel, stamps, and every 
other sort of disbursement which finds a place in a svlicitor’s bill 
costs. 
Now, in calculating the amount of money in hand 
carrying on a solicitor’s business, the first of these two 
disbursements must undoubtedly be taken into account 
purposes up to a certain point, but not as being capital in the 
pooger svane-ot Gs trp Ghee. On the 
on the business which are strictly in th 
income derived from it. A solicitor does not, for instance, pocket his 
profits as income, and allow his office rent 
as capital sunk in his business. Indeed, if each day’s earnings were 
taken in ready money, the solicitor (unless in those cases where, 
having no clients, he boldly takes an i 
action, on the principle that all things come to him who waits) 
should be able to meet these 
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the shape of realized 

The exact length of this interval admits of no rule-of-thumb 
calculation. It Se some extent upon the i 
adopted as to the very of bills of costs and i 
of debts. Some solicitors : 
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cheque is not reached for years, may greatly disturb the equilibrium 
ef a small office in the matter of quigeings and receipts. Again, 
clients may generally push the solicitor’s for ce to very extreme 
limits in the matter of delay before he will resort to active measures 
for recovery of what is owing to him, and some classes of client are 
more y in payment than others. Upon the whole, however, we 
think t, if an average were struck, it would be found that the 
realized earnings of a solicitor’s business would begin to overtake 
his actual office Fe yom in about twelve months, and that his 
receipts in the third year would, in addition to covering his out- 
goings for that year, leave the margin of profit which fairly repre- 
ents his net income. If this view be approximately sound, it 
follows that a solicitor will need to provide the wherewithal to meet 
his office expenses for a year at least. Whether he will make a 
vision for a longer period depends very much on the extent of his 
ity and willingness to devote his earnings, when they come in, 
towards meeting office expenses. If, for example, in the second of 
our supposed three years he makes a clear £1,000 of profit on his 
bills, but actually receives only £500 during the year, he may perhaps 
feel at liberty to draw the £500 out of his banking account, and to 
regard the office as @ quasi charge on capital until his 
pe ae te receipts me more nearly equalized. But if he does 
so he d certainly also consider this as lost ground to be made up 
as soon as may be, and bear in mind that to attribute to capital out- 
i which can never be represented by tangible value, and are, in 
only subjects of deduction from the net income of the business, 

is an offence against sound economic principles. 

It might, perhaps, be contended with some show of reason that in 
the case of a young business which is being developed and, as it were, 
gradually set on its legs, the office e ses incurred in its 
early days may be treated, not merely for practical purposes, 
but as a matter of right principle, as capital sunk in the 
operation of creating the business, and may even be re ted by 
actual value to the extent to which they have contributed in building 
up a goodwill—a term, by-the-bye, which the late Master of the 
Rolls would not allow to be applicable to a solicitor’s business (see 
Arundel v. Bell, 31 W. R. 477), but which, in spite of his 

t authority, is generally recognized in the profession as a more or 

valuable asset, and often realizes a considerable sum. The office 

i might, in this view of the matter, be likened to money 

in advertising an article of commerce. But to us this seems too 

and subtle a contention to be seriously entertained by a 

solicitor as a matter of general principle, although it may, perhaps, 
in individual instances, to some cntenttecke to vindicate him where 

does, as a matter of fact, regard all or part of his office expenses in 

the light of capital so long as they represent a burden dispropor- 

fionate to the amount of his realized earnings. 

The second class of disbursements—those incurred directly on 
account of the client and chargeable against him—stands on a very 
different footing. Here the element of capital, pure and simple, 
comesin. A solicitor who puts his hand in his pocket to pay for a 
ten-shilling stamp or a counsel’s fee does so as an incident in the 

ing of a bill of costs. The expenditure, until recouped, is repre- 
sented bye debt due to him. But it is a very grave question how far 
a solicitor should go in the matter of these out-of-pocket expenses 

i recourse to his client, and this, once more, is a matter about 

pane Tharp Neo et reais wk a! in —— Some solici- 
with very large and, unless ve some special 

cause for distrust, would as soon think of salting: & client for a 
shilling in stamps to meet the cost of posting letters to him as they 
would of requesting him to remit money for counsels’ fees. Others 
a directly opposite system, and on all occasions endeavour to 

out of making payments of any appreciable amount for a client, 
however safe and certain may be the ; t, And others hover 


é inciple to go upon? Asan abstract question 
it is difficult to see why a solicitor should pay the debts of a client, 
nor have we any with the system of providing an inflated 
in order to do so. Mr. A., the eminent Queen’s Counsel, 
is by Mr. B.’s solicitor to advocate the interests of Mr. B., 
and receives a fee of so many for his trouble, the payment 
of that fee is just as much a debt of Mr. B. as any other that he ma 
be pleased to incur. Why, then, should the solicitor pay it for him 
we are aware of, unless it be that of practical ex- 
srs to us that the solicitor should make it his 
general rule to obtain funds from his client for actual disbursements, 
and should have 2 good reason to show to himself where he abstains 
s0. In favour of this rule there is the primary reason 
he is under no obligation either to bear temporarily, or run an 
oA , , another man’s burdens, and bey 
, & distinct advantage that the client should 





be made thoroughly alive to the fact that his solicitor’s bill is not 
entirely cipaeseted by personal cakes and ale, and should to some 
extent pay as he ‘goes along.’ When a layman gets a bill from 
his solicitor for £200 he will generally look at the sum total, 
and unless the disbursements are very distinctly brought to his 
attention, he will probably jump to the conclusion that 
his solicitor will pocket the whole sum, and he will mention the 
matter in that light to his friends and acquaintances as a sample of 
what may be e from these prt Se And all the while, 
— the solicitor’s own charges will represent half the bill, 

m which half again must be deducted, before he reaps any benefit, 
th pespertion soitch tho ‘business 9s ted by the bill bears to 
his office expenses. With regard to the reasons which may arise for 
departing, in particular cases, from the rule which we suggest to be 
the right one, poverty of the client may furnish one where the ulti- 
mate payment is certain; or the disbursements may be too petty to 
make it worth while to ask that they gar’ Ase provided ; or there may 
be every reason to know that they will be extracted very shortly 
from the pocket of a third person—as where a lease is granted and the 
lessee bears the ; or there may be some other reason. But 
we hold that a reason there should be, and that no very considerable 
amount of capital should need to be provided on the score of this 
second class of disbursements. In saying so we are fully aware that 
the practice of many solicitors, and especially of many large firms, is 


us. 

One word, in conclusion, to young solicitors. We have no sympathy 
with speculative work, but it must, we think, be conceded that it may 
be very well worth the while of a young solicitor, in order to gain 
experience, to run, now and again, some little risk of giving his time 
with problematic chances of being paid for it, always provided that 
the work itself be free from all taint of impropriety. But he should 
never, in any circumstances, or by any pretext, however ppasinie, 
be induced to risk his money as well, in the shape of being drawn on 
to meet heavy disbursements, in the hope of peeping a large bill of 
costs in the end. It is an act of most egregious folly, and very fre- 
quently lands him in the position of abandoning all hope of what has 








been paid up to a certain point or embarking more and more in the 
hope of saving it, with a result of disastrous loss and unavailing 
regrets. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 


SOLICITORS’ FEES AS ADVOCATES IN COUNTY COURT 
CASES UNDER #5. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.} 

Sir,—The questions submitted by ‘‘ B. A.” require consideration on 
principle rather than on custom, as there ought to be one uniform 
system, and not a different practice on such points, in our various 
courts. 

In the scale of costs settled by the judges for cases under £5, the 
words “attending or acting in court, 10s.,” are quite capable of being 
construed to mean the whole attendance, in the absence of any 
qualifying words such as “‘ each day”; that such is the intention is 
borne out by rule 29 of order 37 of County Court Orders, 1875, 
enabling a judge to allow an extra fee on an adjournment taking 
place, such as “B. A.” mentions, but as this rule has been annulled by 
rule 23 of County Court Orders, 1883, a judge is now powerless to 
make an order for such extra allowance. 

Notice of taxation would ap to be necessary in every case, in- 
asmuch as rule 14 of the last-mentioned orders provides for carrying 
in objections to a taxation (without any exception as to amount) 
before the allocatur is si , which could scarcely be done if a 
defendant had no notice when a taxation was to take place. 

Judges have no power to sanction any customs at variance with 
the filet, though they have power to alter or abolish them. 

Dee, 29, REGISTRAR oF County Court. 








OBITUARY. 


MR, HENRY ANDREWES PALMER, J.P. 


The death of this veteran member of the profession took place on 
the 16th ult,, at South Dulwich, in his So geo, year, The son ofa 
remy eat solicitor, Mr. Arthur Palmer, he was educated at Blun- 
dell’s School, Tiverton, where he was the contemporary and friend of 
the late well-known ‘ Jack Russell,” and, leaving ut the early age of 
fourteen, was articled to his father, whom he joined as partner in the 

ear 1826, the firm py - known as Bengough & Palmer then 
Ccomaing Palmer & Son. ery early in his professional career he 


was called upon to preparo the defence of their client, Mr. Richard 
/ 


Jan. 3, 2885. 
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Bright, in an action of ejectment brought for the recovery of the 
estates inherited by him from Mr. Richard Meyler, M.P., and to 

conduct the trial on his behalf at the Hereford Assizes in A 

1829, when the fraud and forgery of the case (especially the fo 

of a tombstone produced in evidence by the claimant) were 

and a nonsuit obtained. The case excited vast interest in the public 

mind, and became a “‘ cause celébre.”” 

In 1833 Mr. Palmer was appointed one of the Commissioners of 
Bankruptcy for the Bristol District, to which office were annexed the 
duties as commissioner in lunacy, and in 1838 he was appointed 
re and deputy-judge of the Tolzey Court, oo 
office till the system was superseded by the establi t of 
local courts of bankruptcy, and practising in the latter till his retire- 
ment from the profession in 1860. 

In 1851 he took into partnership his brother-in-law, Mr. Arthur 
Henry Wansey, and in the following year they were called upon to 
undertake the defence of another very large and important property 
—the Ashton Court Estates—to which a fraudulent claim was set 
up by a man named Thomas Provis, who was nonsuited and com- 
mitted to gaol for perjury and for forgery of the will by which 
his case was chiefly supported. This case presented many striking 
analogies to the Tichborne case, in which the late Mr, Palmer was in 
consequence deeply interested. 

Disappointed of just expectations from his father in earlier life, 
Mr. Palmer was compensated by an accession of fortune in 1860 from 
a namesake who was no relation, and, retiring in that year, left the 
whole of his fine business to bis brother-in-law and partner before 
mentioned. In 1864 he was appointed a J.P. for the county of 
Gloucester ; and in 1867 he removed to London, in the neighbour- 
hood of which his only daughter was settled. 

During the whole of his active career at Bristol he was an energetic 
worker in, and most generous supporter of, every local Prisethers’ 
cause; and many were the well-considered schemes of benevolence 
which owed their initiative to his active brain and liberal hand ; nor 
was his generosity restrained by any narrow religious peremens or 
party or sectarian views, for he was eminently one who felt that “as 
there was no sectarianism in misery, there should be none in charity.” 
On his removal to London he speedily became interested in many of 
the most important metropolitan charities. 

Even in his most busily occupied business days he evinced a very 
keen interest in literature and art, which he was able to cultivate 
with increasing zeal and energy in the comparative leisure of his later 


years, 

His remarkable geniality of disposition and generous hospitality 
will long be remembered by the large circle of sorrowing friends to 
whom his warmth of heart, his varied talents, and brilliant conversa- 
tion tly endeared ;him; and his familiar form and elastic step 
will long be missed from the purlieus of Westminster, where he was 
well known to the frequenters of the courts which have now become 
historical. In the words of one of the profession who knew his 
worth—*‘‘ The world is, indeed, the poorer when it loses men so kind- 
Learted and genial as Mr. Palmer.” 





JUDGE BRADSHAW. 


Judge Thomas dona Bradshaw, died suddenly at Newcastle-upo 
Tyne on the 17th ult., from disease of the heart, at tho age of 
— Judge Bradshaw was the son of Mr. Joseph Bradshaw, his 
mother having been a duughter of Mr. Richard Steward. He was born 
in 1824, and he was educated at Eton and at Chriet Church, Oxford. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1853, and he 
formerly practised in the Court of Chancery, attending also the Home 
Circuit and the Surrey Sessions. In 1867, on the formation ofthe Judi- 
cature Commission, he was appointed secre to that body, and he 
discharged the duties of that office till 1871, when he was nominated by 
Lord Hatherley to the judgeship of county courts for Circuit No. 1, com- 

rising Newcastle, Gateshead, and the greater part of the county of 

orthumberland, As a county court judge he — the confidence 
and respect of the legal profession throughout his ot, and he was 
always anxious to protect the poorer suitors from the oppressive opera- 
tions of the Debtors and Bankruptcy Acts, Judge “Bradshaw was a 
magistrate for the counties of Norhumbezland and Durham. He had 
suffered for some months past from the effects of weakened action of the 
heart, but he presided at the Newcastle County Court on Wednesday, 
the 17th ult., when he seemed to be in good h . In the evening he 
attended a concert at the Town Hall in aid of the Borough Constabulary 
Fund, in the course of which he was seized with a fainting ft He was 
carried into an adjoining room, but he died within a few minutes. Judge 
Bradshaw was twice married ; first, to the only daughter of the fourteenth 
Viscount Hereford, and, secondly, to the daughter of Colonel Halkett, of 
the Coldstream Guards. 





MR, WILLIAM TAYLOR, 
Mr, William Taylor, solicitor, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hexham, and 
ston, died at Hexham on the 17th ult., from inflammation of the lungs, 
after a short illness, Mr. Taylor was born at Raise in 1830. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1855, having served his articles with his father, to 





whose business he afterwards succeeded, 

at Hexham. More recently he had also had offices 
Hexham. He was solicitor to the Hexham and Tynedale Benefit Build- 
diner a! , and he had a good private business. He practised to a con- 
siderable extent in the county courts and in criminal cases, and he was a 
very able and dexterous advocate. Mr. Taylor was churchwarden of the 
Abbey Church at Hexham, and a member of the Hexham School Board. He 
was also for several years one of the Hexham Local Board, and from 1879 








CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS, 


Lancaster Porice Court. 
Dec. 18.—Reg. v. Deroms. 


been taken 
Mr. Tilly, in opening case, under 

Solicitors Act of 1874, the 12th section of which contained these words :— 
“ Any who wilfully and falsely pretends to be 

name, title, address, or description, implying that he 
act as an attorney or solicitor, or that he is recognized by law 


barristers, surgeons, veterinary cegoces, Seemann tareiecation, The 
reason for that was prin for the the public, because, 
unless those certain leges accorded to them, they 
would not find to enter into them on account of the reat 
expense incurred in the education and the various degrees and 
qualifications required in some of them. gave certain privileges 
S anes SS ee In the first place, vy Maw intending to be a 
solicitor had to be articled at an expense of £80 and 

to that had pro Sr ee ere gentleman who undertook 


. Then when he was halfway through there 


he found he had to Y See eee ee ee 
oon wee oaally ok 
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were called ‘‘ quacks*’; and in the legal profession “ hedge = 
men who had no aod no ight to peste to actin the capealy of 
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and that was one of 


lawyer's letter. In a letter which of 

November, he said :—“ Miss Jeffers, of this town, has instructed us to 

apply to you for the immediate payment of the sum of 

an account due and owing by you to her, aut ‘vo Rane te maees Det 
our 


you will remit us that sum, together with 5s. 1d., charges for 
a ilen, om or helene Felley, hs S50, teat. Bling aie ween. 
a out Surthar notias 06 ee, Ses A Fea be against = 
in the county court.” Oy Se 8 Gee ees & 
Deveme to Sat ety rere OS raat cee account of £10, 
ee Se Brewh ws yen ato 
paid threat e 4 point 
bleep ten) ag ihe batcke proper charge = 


might also further that Mr. Derome charged the lady who 

him in the first instance 10s. for the letter, which was 
five pe cent, on the amount of debt f pe cellected, and then he charged, 
or a 
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on the person to whom the letter was addressed. It was an extortion of 
something like forty-five per cent. To extortions of that kind there was 
no limit, and they might next thing be finding other interested persons 
asking 10s., and thinking people had no remedy, but he (Mr. Tilly) 
believed such persons could be compelled to disgorge any money obtained 
in that way. He had no right to tell that lady that unless she paid 
that £10 and 5s. 1d, that she would be threatened with legal 
proceedings. Those cases were of interest to the public because 
they ought to know that men of that kind were not qualified to indite 
what were called lawyers’ letters, and had no right to enforce their 
demands. Mr. Derome had no more right to attempt to extort 5s. 1d. 
from that lady than he had to filch 5s. 1d. out of her pocket by any other 
means. They would see how far the letter came within the meaning of 
the Act of Parliament. jan Tilly here handed the letter to the bench.] 
He read the body of the letter before, and omitted then, merely for the 
a, og argument, to draw attention to some words in the margin of 
the , because he believed Mr. Derome intended, from some expres- 
sions which he had used, to rely on certain words which precluded him 
from being responsible under the information. The words were these :— 
* ed 1854. M. Derome & Son, auctioneers and valuators, 
property agents, accountants and auditors, sharebrokers, insurance and 
. ae agents.”” They would have thought that all those avocations 
have satisfied the ambition of any man, but it now seemed that Mr. 
Derome wished to add to them that of solicitor; and that he relied on 
those words as taking him out of the purview of that Act of Parliament. 
He had yet to learn that an auctioneer could charge 5s. 1d. for writing a 
letter; but Mr. Derome did not write it in any one of the capacities 
mentioned in the ery of his letter, but held out to the person to whom 
it was addressed that he was a m legally qualified to charge 5s. 1d. ; 
bat no one was legally qualified to do that, not even a solicitor. It was 
by holding himself out to charge 5s. 1d., and also holding himself out to 
be a solicitor, that Mr. Derome brought himself within the meaning of the 
section of the Act of Parliament which he had quoted. Many solicitors 
he'd many offices—for instance, the magistrates’ clerk; and many. were 
also insurance agents. Suppose a solicitor wrote a letter in the ordinary 
way, and he put in the margin that he was connected with insurance or 
other cocieties, nothing in the body of the letter would deprive him from 
being a solicitor, because a solicitor might fulfil any or all those avocations 
if he chose ; and, therefore, because a m chose to put words of that 
kind in the margin of his letter it did not absolve him from the unpleasant 
results of presuming or assuming to make people believe that he was a 
solicitor. That was the offence committed. The letter was a mis- 
> and misleading. That letter came into the hands of Mr. 
, and he saw Mr. Derome, and spoke to him about it, when the 
latter drew attention to the words in the margin of the letter, as though 
implying that that entitled him to write the letter. Mr. Ti 
went on to contend further that that part of the letter threatening 
county court proceedings was one that ought not to be written except 
by a solicitor, and cited several cases in which charges had been 
made in identical terms to the one above referred to. He also cited two 
similar cases in which the informations had not been upheld, but in each 
of those cases it was proved that the person writing the letter and de- 
manding the money had made no charge for so doing, and therefore did 
not come within the meaning of the Act of Parliament. But Mr. Derome 
said, in his letter, ‘‘ our charges for this application,” and that clinched 
the whole matter, and brought him within the meaning of the Act. It 
was not necessary for the purposes of the case that a man should say, ‘‘I 
am a solicitor,”’ it was not necessary that he should write the word “ soli- 
”? on his letters ; the question was, did he act as a solicitor usually 
acts? If he did, then it was to be assumed that he wished that person to 
think that he was acting as such. If that case had been taken to any 
, he would never have written such a letter as that; he would 
have found out that it was not a case of refusing or declining to pay, but 
was one in which some arrangement might have been made between the 
lady and the executors of herlate husband. They could quite understand 
that Mr. having got his 10s. must do something for it, and so he 
sent a letter, for which he charged 5s. 1d. It was a most grossly extor- 
tionate sum ; and such cases ought to be put a stop to, because men who 
were auctioneers had no right to demand money in such a way. The 
case was one in which there to be a conviction, in order to show 
a that they were not allowed to write letters of that kind. 
E was 


: 


then given in support of the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. » in his defence, said he was charged with “ unlawfully, 
wilfally, and falsely to be a solicitor,” the charge being based 
»Itogether on the assumption that he “‘ pretended’’ to a solicitor, 
Now, if anyone me .” it must be with the intention to deceive, 
aad the prosecution had failed entirely to show that he attempted to 
deceive anyone. If they had thought so they would have put the fady to 
whom the was written into witness-box, and asked her if, when 
she read the letter, she thought she had got a solicitor’s letter. 

imagine that, when she got his application of the 24th of 

think she had got a letter Son a solicitor, because, 
to his mind, there was direct evidence to the contrary that it was not a 
8 letter, letter emanating from an auctioneer, because there 

was the printed note-heading which described them to be auctioneers, 
accountants, &.; and anyone who read either the ted or written 
matter in the letter could not come to the conclusion that there was any 

as no 


intention to deceive. In the con- 

aie tte letter it was stated that they would ‘‘cause”’ 
to - In the whole of the cases which had been 

uoted by Mr. Tilly, and in which the action had been sustained, it was 
ase the men, every one of them, said, ‘‘ J shall take Kid § 
shall prosecate,”’ intimating that he was a solicitor. If the bench would 


a 





refer to his letter they would see that they said ‘‘ cause ”’ legal proceedings 
to be taken, thereby distinctly implying their intention to get someone 
duly authorized to take that was, a solicitor. He would 
ask the bench, if any of them received a similar letter with a printed 
heading, whether they would consider that the letter was written by any- 
one pretending to be a solicitor? That was the gist of the case; there 
could not be any pretence unless it was done with the intention to deceive. 
There had not been any intention to deceive proved. 

The Cuareman said the bench had come to the unanimous conclusion 
that, although Mr. Derome had not assumed, and was not en tled to 
assume, the name of a solicitor, yet he had done the work of one, and by 
so doing had represented himself so that it might be assumed by a 
stranger that he was a solicitor; therefore they felt there must be a 
conviction. But, asthe Law Society did not require vindictive Gomages, 
but rather desired that it should be a warning for the future, they 
determined to inflict the penalty of £1 and costs. ; 

Mr. Tilly said they did not apply for any costs except the official ones 
—the ordinary court costs. ; 

The a amounted to 13s., and these, together with the penalty, 
were paid. 








BUSINESS AT MISZ PRIUS. 


‘* Aw Officer of a Court’’ writes to the Zimes:—The causes standing for 
trial by juries at the commencement of the late sittings, and of which 
the venue was laid in Middlesex, numbered, according to the printed list, 
598. Of these 260 were for trial by juries and 338 common 
juries. There was also a list of 521 causes for trial without juries. It 
may be mentioned that all cases to be tried without juries are put into 
one common list, whether the venue be London or Middlesex. Of the 
Middlesex jury cases 51 were tried by special juries and 144 by common 
juries ; 202 were disposed of by the parties themselves—that is to say, 
they were either withdrawn, stayed, made remanets by agreement, were 
suspended for the taking of evidence on commistion, or else committed a 
sort of happy dispatch by some final arrangement out of court, so that 
they were struck out when called on, no one appearing; 126 special jury 
cases and 75 common were left untried for want of time to take them. 
Of the cases to be tried by a judge acting in the double capacity of judge 
and jury, 204 were tried ; 233 were taken out of the list in one or other 
of the courses described just now; and 84 were not reached by the end of 
the sittings. 

The London list, the forlorn and unsubstantial shadow of its portly self 
of some years ago, consisted of forty-three causes to be tried by special 
juries and twenty-four by common. Besides other reasons which may 
possibly more or less account for this decline, it may be observed that the 
arrangement of the lists at the courts erg the explanation of some 
diminution of the formerfigures. In the place, London actions with- 
out juries are, as has been stated, put into a common list with Middlesex 
actions to be similarly tried ; and since the venue in that list is properly 
ignored, and the actions are ep a in it according only to their order 
of entry, London actions of this kind were therefore in course of trial from 
the beginning of the sittings. It is also pretty certain that more actions 
would have been entered for the London list but for the notice given on 
November 25 that only such cases as had then been set down for triul 
would be put into that list. This restriction, it may be explained, was of 
clear necessity, for otherwise cases _— have been entered up to the 
evening of December 9—the last day of notice of trial for the London sit- 

ings—and some of these would, as a matter of fact, have been tried 
within the next few days, thus ew dee unfair priority to other causes, 
London as well as Middlesex, which been standing for trial since, at 
any rate, October 24. This pose 4 may be taken for saying that 
changes of more than one kind are extremely wanted, in the interests of 
the suitors, with reference to the London list. These changes have been 
carefully considered and formulated, but at present there is no authority 
under which the required alterations, however fully approved, could be 
carried into effect. Of the London causes ten jury cases and 
twelve common were tried, thirty-three were removed from the list by the 
parties, and twelve were left untried for want of time to take them. 

The dismal accounts which are sometimes given of the block in the Law 
Courts would lead people to suppose that the figuros of ‘‘Spes”’ and 
‘ Justitia’ which over the Carey-street entrance to the buildinz 
represent a conjunction which is never to be found inside the walls. But 
any such statements as these, resting on figures which, however accurate, 
do not in substance and in truth reflect the facts, are to be taken with 
material qualifications as far as the business at Nisi Prius is concerned. 
For, in the first place, if the amount of judicial work which is on hand at 
any moment is to be measured for ore P , the figures of the 
cause list must be heavily discounted by sub from them the large 
number of cases which are certain, to experience, to disappear 
of themselves. But this is not quite all, , ta , for instance, the 
causes in tte printed liste of the 24th of October which have been dis 
of in court in the course of the last two months, and adding to them 
which were not reached—that is to say, taking the whole of the causes 
which can possibly be regarded as des' to come to actual hearing—it 
is far from the truth that all these were awaiting trial when the si 
began. For 191 of them were put off for various periods, the parties, for 
one reason or another, not being fully equipped for trial ; and the 
result, after making the various ded which have been mentioned, 


comes to this—that there were not more than 493 cases out of the two 
ies Sales tree, eS Se See can be said to have 
been ready anxious for an immediate hearing. And this is an outside 
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estimate, because, when cases have once been entered for trial, communi- a einater (Hingtasa agents, ree ee Victoria-street, 
cations betweeen the opponents have 7 aren a tendency to yee inert, Westminster (Higginson so Saale +t - jemnge 4 
or are al er suspended, and it is o me Semeds a decisive | son carry on or =. 4 
contest an endl ian sets both sides in motion, the peedieig | uent | 3, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-street, aforesaid. e said Charlies 
result of an avoidance or ponement of the trial. ore, Robert Vigers will carry on business in in bis own name at 3, Westminster- 
which have not been nearly reached have not had hele stant stability tested. | chambers, Victoria-street, (Gazette, Dec. 26.] 


There is good reason for believing that the whole of the business at Nisi 
Prius might have been, and ma ox be, Pra A kept down, except for the 
transference to the Queen’s Ben consignments of cases 
from the Chancery side. But, however con the course of li may 
be expedited as far as the courts are concerned, the proverbial law’s delay 
must, no doubt, continue to exercise the fortitude of suitors ; for adefend- 
ant is always tempted, and often led, to exercise Fabian tactics, whenever 


practicable, for the purpose of keeping his adversary as long as possible 


out of his money or his rights. 
It may be noticed that the which have been given show that the 
cases in which a jury was | ly necessary or preferred, as compared in 
int of number with those where the parties were content to obtain the 


on of a judge alone, were in the proportion of 665 to 521. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Davin Litrizsoun, advocate, has been appointed Sheriff Olerk for 


Aberdeenshire. 
The Right Hon. Geratp Frrzersson, LL.D., one of the judges of the 
Court of Appeal in Ireland, has been appointed a oner of Irish 


Education. 


The Hon. Raymonp West, LL.D., one of the intad ‘Proc the High Court 
of Judicature at Bombay, has been ai ureur-General in 
Egypt, in succession to Sir Peter Bensor 


Mr, Henry Jackson Wurresipg, solicitor aaa the firm of McKelvie & 
Whiteside), of Whitehaven, has been appointed a Perpetual Commis- 
sioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for 
the County of Cumberland. 


Mr. Atrrep Arnotp Kinepon, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
Frankish, Kingdon, & Wilson), of Hull, has been appointed a Pe 
Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments oe Deeds by Married 
Women for the East Riding of Yorkshire, and for the Town wa County 
of the Town of Kingston-upon-Hull. 


Mr. Georce Rowe tt, solicitor, of pny 
inted a Commissioner to administer 
udicature. 


Mr. Howarp Car.itz Morris, solicitor, of 2, Walbrook, has been 
elected a Common Councilman for the Ward of Walbrook. 


Mr. Acexanper Farr, solicitor, of Andover, has been elected Coroner 
for that borough, in succession to the late Mr. Harry Footner. Mr. Farr 
was admitted a solicitor in 1883." 


Mr. Writ1am Macrnerson, of the Bengal Civil Service, has been 
ap inted an additional Judge of the High Court of Judicature at 
alcutta. 


Mr. Ernest Jounn Trevetyan, barrister, has been appointed an addi- 
tional Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta. Mr. Justice 
Trevelyan was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 
1873. He formerly practised on the Western Circuit. 


Mr. Cuunpgr Mapxvus Guosz has been appointed an additional tales | 
of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta. 


Mr. Cuaries Barrett Russsxt, barrister, has been appointed Recorder 
of the Borough of Southmolton, in succession to Mr. James John Hooper, 
resigned. . Russell was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter 
Term, 185]. He practises on the Western Circuit, and at the Hampshire, 
Winchester, Portsmouth, and Southampton Sessions, and he has been for 
several years a revising barrister, 


Mr. Launpy Watrsrs, solicitor, of 3, Finsbury-circus, has been elected 
a ote of Wimbledon and Putney Commons, 


Cuartzs Urron, solicitor, of 27, Chan 
salma has been sapoen a Commissioner toa 
Supreme Court of Judicature 


Mr. Crargencs Harcourt, solicitor, of No. 13, Moorgate-street, London, 
has been appointed a Commissioner in England of the Supreme Court of New 
Zealand for the of administering and taking any oath, affidavit, 
or affirmation, whether in any action, suit, cause, &c., in the said court or 
in any court of concurrent or inferior jurisdiction "im the said colony, 
and also a Craemenenee in England of the Supreme Court of New 


e, has been ap- 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of 


“my and ot. Dense 


Zealand for the pose of taking acknowledgments of married women 
watees any Act or . Pin | force in the colony requiring such acknowledg- 
men’ 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, 


Jonn Wurrnam and Joun pz Vitte Owen, solicitors, Ripon, York 
(Whitham & Owen). Dec. 19. The business will in future be carried on 
by and in the sole name of the said John Whitham. 

[G@asette, Deo, 23.] 
Aztuurn Hroomson and Omartzs Roszar Vioras, solicitors and 











NEW ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Drvistion.—Onper or Court. 


Whereas, from the 


Monday, Dec. 29, 1884. 


t state of business before Mr. Justice Pearson 


presen’ 
and Mr. Justice North ra it is expedient that a portion of the 


causes assigned phe oie 


Ne et ne, 


trial or hearing, ty athe ents ips Bots No 


Honourable Roundell Earl of Selborne, Lord High Chancellor 


Reid v Reid 1883 R 1,79 29 | 
January 
Tyson v Finlinson 1883 T 942 


30 Jan 
e 1883 W 1,438 


Waddell v 
12 Feb 

Barker v Irvine 1882 B 2,208 
13 Feb 

Warburton v Crawshaw 1883 W 
3,252 18 Feb 

Johnstone v Earl Spencer 1883 
J 563 26 Feb 

Dunn v Graddon 1883 D 1,038 
17 March 

Manners v Mew 1882 M 4,824 
17 March 

Walker & Sons v Carr & Sons 1883 
W 2,638 21 March 

Class v Marshall 1883 C 3,601 
25 March 

Hodge v Gillbanks 1883 H 2,549 
31 March 

Binns v Johnson 1883 B_ 6,169 
ee Diab - A 72 2A 

Reed v 

Waterhouse” v bes 
W 2,679 Sapa 

Purland v Balls 1 P 233 Apa 

Peck v Boyd 1883 P 2,705 “a 

ot ape v Fielder 1884 


ge wean 


4A 
Bepuss v Moreton Bane. & Oo 1884 
B 46 4A 
Durant v 1883 D 161 


5 April 

Dickeits v England 1883 D 2,041 
5 

ai... 1883 B 2,798 
8 April 

In re Owen Breese v Owen 1883 
O 42 8 April 

ary > v Baker 1883 C 4,894 


Colley v Baker 1883 C 4,895 
Bleck’ * Companhia 

v esa 
Navigacio & ors 1883 B 3,366 
9 A 


an » Coles 1883 S 5,505 


16 April 
Potter v Potter 1884 P 291 16 


nee Cn Ce 
Powis 1883 F 

Samson v Wilson ie 8 
18 April 

Brown v Cottrill 1884 B 253 18 
A 


Papa 





onic a? Goat 
schedule 


v Carr 1883 M 3,247 
2 July 
Kerr v Gandy 1883 K 1,115 9 
July 
Gt Eastern Ry Co 


Andrews v 
1884 A 317 16 July 
Ranson 1884 S 2,528 


6,392 13 Aug 
castle v Proctor 1884 H 316 


v Peter Dixon & Sons ld 


F 
1683 F 1,954 13 Aug 
v Carlisle &e Bkg 
Geld. 1883 F 235, 13 Aug 


Otto v Steel 1 015 
A 
Shorty Parker 1884 S 1,862 4 
Aug 


In re Fitton, Fitton v Padwick 
1883 T 1,196 15 Aug 
Holmes’s Marine Life &c Assce ld 
vHolmes 1884 H 449 2A 
Buckland v Sadgrove 1884 
1,334 26 Aug 
Samuel v Hanson 1883 S 4,857 


Local Bd 
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Edison &c Co 1d v Woodhouse 1884 ke v Mackrow 1884 P 1,578 Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
E 89 6Nov Fy Dec ' Currry. Norra. PEARSON. 
isd v Draycott 1883 T 1,948 Boots v Fuge ess 5 3,673 8 Dec yretaastay, TOM, voeeseees : Mr. Farrer Mr. Clowes Mr. Carrington 

wv ewbould y Smith 1884 N 369] fmasy tcc 9 Rarer Glo erring’ 
Taw v Roberts 1883 L 3,350 | 4 Dec | i OE eaucama ae. oe" yaa 


18 Nov 
Nottingham &c Manftg Oo v Mellor 
& Sons ld 1884 N 410 21 Nov 
In re Johnson, Wragg v Shand 
1884 J 759 25 Nov 
Singleton v Preston Preston v 
Simkins 1884 S 184 27 Nov 


In re Risdon, Risdon v Risdon 
1883 R 2,128 6 Dec 
In re East, East v Barrow 1883 
E 1,651 12 Dec 
Se.zorng, C. 











TRADERS ON THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 
1883. 


Tus seventh annual meeting of the Yorkshire Woollen Home Trades 
Association was held on the 22nd ult., in Huddersfield. The report was 
read by Mr. W. O. Clough, the secretary. It dealt mainly with the new 
Bankruptcy Act, and stated that during the earlier months of the year 
the fallin off in the number of failures was most marked, and was at- 
tributed to fear on the part of debtors to trust themselves to the mercies 
of the new Bankruptcy Act. The latter portion of the year, however, 
had brought with it many more failures, a considerable portion of which 
had been setiled privately. Mention was made of the more important 
provisions of the Act, and the report said that how far the payment 
of official receivers by a percentage on the assets realized was conducive 
to the interests of creditors was a matter of opinion. A fixed salary 
would be better than payment by fees. The committee were glad that 
the scale of fees payable under the Act was under revision with a view 
to amendment; and with re, to Mr. Chamberlain’s claiming for his 
measure cheap and expeditious realization, the reports of the fees at 
present were so excessive as to defeat the object of cheapness. The ex- 
perience of the past year had furnished abundant evidence that 
private settlements out of court were preferred both by creditors 
and debtors to winding up under the new Act, and although 
the Board of Trade had done much to diminish the security of cred- 
itors under these schemes, still private settlements spreares to be 
more than ever resorted to. Creditors almost universally preferred 
_ settlements by composition and rot by winding up, but under the new 
Act there was only one prolonged and cumbersome method of procedure 
by which to bring about a satisfactory composition arrangement, and the 
inevitable result had been to drive all cases where a composition arrange- 
ment had been in view to private settlement out of court, and it remained 
to be = whether this would act beneficially in the public interest or 
not. ie committee were of opinion that the Act did not meet the great 
want as to punishment of fraudulent and unscrupulous debtors, and sug- 
ne that that class of crime should be dealt with as ordinary felony would 
Various minor alterations and improvements in the Act were sug- 
Mr. James Platt, of 77, St. Martin’s-lane, writes to the Times :—‘‘I am 
glad to see there is probability of amendment in the Bankruptcy Act. I 
think the result has not been so favourable as the authorities would have 
us believe. Three recent cases will show how it works. I received a 
notice of bankruptcy as assignee of a customer’s estate. The petitioner 
is described as ‘ gentleman,’ assets nil. Who will pay for stamps, &c., or 
take affidavits, and is it right for a man to be freed with assets nil? On 
y, in another case, I have notice of dividend and balance-sheet, 
receipts £345 8¢., amount available for dividend, £167 7s. 6d., balance 
forward, £8 17s. {d.—about half the sum received. In the third case the 
debtor failed in August—ours and many debts contracted in July. Estate 
showed 12s. in the pound, he offered 6s. 8d., but creditors wanted 10s. 
The official receiver advised taking 6s. 8d., as he thought so much would 
not be realized in court, the expenses being so heavy.” 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


semapuaniaw Sotdn Sanwa a tae. ts an, Be 
w iety, Chancery-lane, on u y, 1st .» the 
following being present—viz., Mr. H. 8. Styan (chairman), and Messrs, 

un., Collisson, Parkin, Spencer, Whitehead, and William- 
son, and A. B. Carpenter (secretary)—the ordinary general business was 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rova ov Recisrrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Aprgat Cover Aprprat Court 
3 No. 1. No. 2. V. C. Bacon. 





Mr. Justice 
Kay. 


Weil, Jan. Ms, Zoesiele Mr. Merivale Mr. Pemberton Mr. 
. 8 ‘arrer Ww. 


Pugh 
y. vie 
Brito: 8 Ward Motivate Mr. Pemberton Fos 





COURT OF APPEAL. 


Srxcrat Norice. 

On and after Thursday, January 15, 
until the Circuits are over, Appeals from 
the Chancery General List will be taken in 
both Courts as follows :— 


yy Mr. Justice Nortx. 
x» _ The Probate and Divorce Division. 
The Appeals will be taken in the order as 
they stand in the General cery t, 
omitting in one Court the Appea's ap- 
pointed to be taken in the other. 
Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals ia 
Court I. and Oh y Interlocatory in 
Const II. will te Pog as usual every 
Subject to the special srran t 
the order of A Business for the pre- 
sent Sittings will be as follows :— 
Apes! Court 1. 
Final and Inte ‘tory Appea 
’s Bench 
and Admiralty Division (Admiralty), and 
Appeals in paler. . 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Queen’s aa Interlocu- 
tory, aD necesssry, 
Men., Jom mf aia Bench Final Ap~- 
pe: 
** The Queen v Yates,’ b 
Queen's 





TUS .....55 . 18{order, and also 
Bench Final Appeals 
are aa Tnterlocu- 
an 
WEG sovsssees uf ert Bench Final ap 
peals 
Appeal Court IT. 


poe 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals from the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorc+, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and 
peeceenss and the Oouvty Pelatine and 
Stan Cou! 


rt. 
ORDER t OF BUSINESS, a 
aD nterlocu 
Mon., Jan 18 ana (ps May wet na 
Finat Appeals (Gen List) 
Chancery Final Appea's 
Tues ......... 18 | Gomoat TAs 


Wed .vvvveey 14 | (Gonceal TAst) Apresia 
Appeal Courts I and II. 





cuits are over, 
of which due (| For business during this 
notice will pee nearer 


oy” about 
Monday, Mar J 
2) 


Appeal Court, I. 
Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
een’s Bench Division, and from the 
robate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divi- 
sion (Admiralty), and Appeals in Bank- 
ruptcy. 

Tues, Mar 3.,,...Apps. from the general list, 
App. moins, ex pte—orgnl 
mote, — end anps, from ords 

Wednesday 4 made on interlocutory mots 
and also —_ from general 
list if required, 

Thuredy.... 5...Apps from the general list, 

ppeals 


Friday cove 6 A Pg if 
Sat. Noy.. 7 
Monday.... 9} Apps. from the general list, 
Tuesday....10 


App. mots. ex pte—orgl. 
mots,—and apps, from ords 


T 12 pote z 
hursday ..12... m 
Nilay 88} ane 
Saturday .. 14 
Monday 2.16 bape, from the general list 
Tues., soool? 

App. motos, ex —orgl, 

ords 


Wednesday 18 )made on interlocutory mote 
made on tory m 
and also app. from genera! 

list if req 





ulred. 
Thur, ...+«+19,,,Apps. from the general list, 














HILARY SITTINGS, 1886. 


Frid y woon80 { Aver Se eae if 


Bat., seveer2l 
Monday 108 | apps trom the genera it 


Tuesday....24 a oe ssieies 
pp. mots. ex 5 

mots—and apps. fom ords 

Wed .000025 ¢ made on interlocutory mots 
and elso apps. from general 

Thuredy ..26 aa recente Seneead ih 
ly ..26..Apps from the gen a 
Frida a7 §Appeals in Bkoy, and if 

vous necessary Gen List 


Saturday ..28 
Monday ... 30 > Apps from the general list 


App. mots, ex pte—orgl. 
m aud apps from ordrs 
Wed April 1¢ made on interlocutory mo's 
and also apps from general 
liet if required 
N.B.—Admiralty Appeals, with assessors, 
will be taken on spe.ial days to be ap- 
pointed by the Court. 


Appeal Court, IT, 


Final and interlocutory appeals from th> 
cery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
vorce), and the County Palatine and 
Stannarieg Court, 


Tues. Mar... 3eeApps from the general list. 
App motns ex pte—orgn!, 
Mmotn:—and apps, from ord: 

Wednes.... 4¢ made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list) and apps. from 
general list if required, 

Thuredy.... 5 

Friday .... 6 

Bhee ciciooes . 7p Apps. from the general list. 

Monday.... 9 

Tues., ....10 
App. motns. ex pte—o g’. 
motns— apps, frm ord's 

Wedne: ...,11<¢ mate onigtarlocu ory mots 
(sep list) & apps. from gea 
lat if require 1. 


tarday ..14 > Apps from the ge ter.) list 
Monday .. 16 
Tuesday ....17 


App. motns. ex pte—orgn!. 
@0‘s,—and apps, from ords 
Wednes ....18 ¢ made on interlocutory mo's 


(eep list) and apps, from 


ral list if required, 
Thursday ..19 
Friday, oo0e20 
Saturday ...21 >Apps. from the general list 
Monday ....23 
Tuesday....24 


App. motns. ex pte—orzl. 
motns.— apps. from ord: 
Wednesday 25< made on interlocutory mots 
(sep Jis'), and apps fiom 
general list if required 
Thursday.. 26 
Satartay "*"30 § Apps from the lis 
turday .. ps from general list 
Monday....30 . 
Tuesday ....31 
App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
motns— apps. from ods 
Wed., April 1 { made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list), and apps. from 
xenera) list if required 
N.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken 
in A ppeal Court If. on every Saturday at 
half-part ten during the sittings 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCBRY DIVISION, 
Court, I. 
V.C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Mon, Jan..12...Motns and Gen Paper 
T V+ +0018 


Wed.,....++14 
Thursdy --+«15 Gtaceal paper. 
Friday ....1 

Sat,.o...00017...Pets., sht. caus,"& gen. ps. 
Monday ....19 


T +020 
Wednesday ‘1 General paper, 


or 1] 
Fridsy ...23., Mots. adj. sumns, & gen, pa 
Saturday oo34,, Pets. sht. causes, & gen, pa 


7m 
edneviay 3 General Paper 


5 

Frida 7 "50... Mote, a & 
o0e80.,, 5 sumns, ps 

Saturdey ..081..:Pots,, sht causes & ge De 











OC42259 Pre ss eS s4 cheeses it 


oo ee eS ee 
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Mon, Feb... Tuesdy,....10 Thefollowing exrangemstints Kehielosiin shiiie iy Gin Mastere of the Quem 8 
. Tuesday — General Pa: Wotacsiag 11} Causes with wits _ | Bench Division for hearing applications and summonses in chambers in 
baa i wit wong actions assigned to any master during the ensuing’ 
ou Frida é. .Motns.adj sums,é& gen, pa ba Agyast Fag poy | Hilary Shines vin tok to F.—. by summons or other- 
on pai “Peta., sh causes, & gen. pa | Saturdy,- +14 (Prodan) aninoawit list | wise in actions Paigt fireig ona maaan ple i 
s,s mH) Monday -+++}¢~-War coas & non wit list | before him in his room, No. 182, at 11.30 on Mondays, Wednesdays, and 
waanaiay't 11 ¢ General paper. Wolnestey Ts owuses with witnesses. Fridays ; and —, plications in ie ee io ativan t4-00en 
T ursds) Frederick cae made returnable room, 
Friday oF oS Mota., adj. sums, & gen pa. | Friday -S - Motions & non wit list Tuesdays, Th — Saturda G to eer er seta in 
7: nies -Pots, sht causes & gen pa Saturday ..21 { (Prosed eo Ame = hey 5 am, oa actions assign = 0g + Bren George Pollock are to be before him 
- Teena. eal Any cause intended to be heard as a short | in his room, mene bay 175, at 11.30 on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays ; 
Genevsl paper cause must be so marked in the cause | and applications to Master the Hon. TE. Dedior aco to bo cobutnahie bolae 
ag Tuaretay” 10 Re ee ee ee ratte | kim in his room, No. 176, st 11.30 on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 
ee ae atcan been | tk mek ie ee *° | O to Z.—Applications to Master Benett, in room No. 179, at 11.30 on Wed- 
gl. Saturday . -.21,.Pets. -, Sht causes, & gen. pa. heard, and the necessary papers must in 
ae Anycause intended tobe heardasashort | ¢ left in court with A 8 Mr nesdays, Thursdays, and Saturda - and to Master Francis, room 
“J cause must be so marked in the esuss pot Aa ah to be put into | No, 109, at 11,30 on Mondays, W. , and Fridays. 
to last es clear yo Noms the — : = 
a ean be put in heard . 
it the necesmary pares mug. ba lth in coat Ma Jostion NOME, 
ST eae | Rea to ut choca toe uate ciliate for the benolt of ta health hse decked 
st ° goa 
‘ So ot Tharedy 2-15 General paper. to start in a few days for India, travelling overland as far as Brindisi. 
4 - Frida: ol 
: j , A memorial to the late Mr, Street, the architect of the Royal Courts of 
r rege at Dilla ——- tees a Justice, is in course of erection in the central hall of that building. The 
al ‘Wednesday }4 } General paper. Weis. +0020 statuary work has been intrusted to Mr. H. H. Armstead, R.A., and the 
«non pee Thecnday’ 23) General paper. memorial has been designed by Mr. A. W. Blomfield. 
iy Friday ..,...16,.Petns,’adj sums, & gen. pa, YY «. 
: Sat, .... ...17..Short caus., & ad. sums Friday eeve 
Monday....19 Saturday ..24 
Tuesday....20 General paper. 
Thoreda a Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa, 
Friday ¥ +. 28..Pets., aa} sums,, & gen. pa. COMPANIES. 
4 Saturday + -Sht, caus., & adj, sumas. 
‘ Tues» cat | General paper WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Pay info aaa go cern Sg i Cuaron 
F ‘etns. 8 
; Batard es: “ai oxen “fj ee aan appointed airolerick "Whinney, & Old J ¢ — tg to be nee lic 
‘ Tuesday... 8 |} cenera paper liquidator INVESTMENT AND Burtprne Socrety, Loarren. ep otition for wind- 
: a 6 -Mots. adj sums, & gen. pa. ing up, presented Dec oe directed to be heard before _— ,» on Jan 17. 
Friday (es At. — adj my te pa. Sharp, Walbrook, solicitor for the petitioners pea. 2, 
Savurday .. t. CAaUus,, sums. ac B aD ary, I —By an ord ; 
ae sai 10 General pap2r Atntod Deo 16, it was ordered winding up of the comp pa oontonat 
Wednesiay Il Chester an and Oo, Staple inn, for Wright and 
} Thursday y ia. -Mtns. adj sums. & gen, pa. , J, has, 
Friday ....13., Pts, adj amns & gen pa, ome varedy Se Ce, a Sod Joan te be 
a Sea eee Py . Short causes and adj sums . Poa appoin ee a Cape, mr & 
Tuesday... 17 General paper. CASTER STEEL AND Inow Wonks ComPANy, Lnwrrep.—Creditor on on 
Phare "12.219, .Mots. adj sums, & gen. pa. Mn poerios PEARSON. their debts o claims, to 2 Erederio George e Fainter, Moareate mo st des, | Friday, 
Friday pains 20. Eu, adj omns & om. Men Jen « 13. .»Motas., & adj, sums Jan 30 at 11 is appoin 
Satorday ...21.. caus., adj sums. uesday.... claims I AND COLONIZATION COMPANY, pporep Creditors 
cause intended to be heard asa short | 7, “0meed8y 14) General paper aa aa tal ‘ore Feb 10, to send their names and addresses, and the 
<= or maa {their debts or claims to Francis Cooper, 14, George st, Mansion 
cause must be so marked in the cause Friday ....16 otlane o! bebon ob & avechael ier wep 
book pot Ro LB, Z the Sat, i000, oh ott caus, pets,, adj. sumns ay aan ap’ hearing an dicating upon 
oo Monday ...: MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
heard, and th t be a phe eg oe ye Ey 
left in’ court with ‘the jud me officer the Wednestey = General paper. LIMIrEep.—Chitty, J an order r dated Dee 1, appointed James Henry 
day before the cause is to be put into the Tharsday ..22 ee ee ct, Tonle, to gical nangeet 9 «42, ot bis 
paper. Friday......23..Motns. & adj. sum. Soeieanmee Lr eial ps ee Sand chambers, 
Chancery Court, IIT. Raverdeg ..8.. Ent. caut., pets., aff, cums XFORDSHIRE me Cope, —By an order made by Pearson, J. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. ron,” pant 7 ARES | Gxted Deo ° AT, it was ot ordered that the company be wound up. Looker, Drapers’ 
Monday Jan12...Motns. & non wis list Wed, ..00..28 Paper. 08, 80! LIGHT Amp Powan Company, I By an ona de by 
Wedneday ie lt Pridue "30... Motns, & adj. sam. bag hana dntod Deo 6 it was ordered that the voluntary % winding woot Be 
Thureay wood Causes. non wit list Saturday «81. .Sht. caus, pets. adj. sumns, oor any be continued. Webb and Co, Queen “a 
BY seve on. ANY, order made by Pearson, J., dated 
Satewssene ssl { [Procedure), & mon it list | aeeay.. 4 ¢ Generel paper. Verrenccan ‘int the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. 
Monday.. +o019..Far cons & non wit liss Thursday . 6 Ee ae Kent, Ch Cheapside: solicitor for the petitioners Dao. 38. 28.) 
Friday...+.- 6.. sums, = 
Wed ..:-21 | Causes, non wit list east Bleek, eee, eee Engaur's Horas axp Rustavnant Company, LIMireD. PI an 
Friday. *7734,.Mots. & non wit list Toeedy 20 be offi be ofica Brodivors are Feuireds nr Del Gr before Jan St Fas tt gandhi 
secesesies peeee General paper. 
Seenneey: 04 (Proved), & aon wie Ist | Toured sel . Wednesday, Mut at ii is appointed for hearing and sdjudicasing upon the 
ooee26..Fur cons & non wit list Frid: +eeel3., Mots, . Sumns 
i ompete eyes wi IRS Rt eds aanen Pants SEATING Enex CoMPARy, Laren. , J-. has fixed Jan 9, at12, at 
emetey 28 } Causes, non wit list Monday ....16 Str Ky ag ee Ne" an order made by Gitte, J. 
~ s | aoe — General paper. dated Dec 20, it was that the company be wound up. 
Friday ... °80.. o seyrheg = ae tai Wetnestey ¥ coh ak. A &, titi 
» sht, ca su Perri) 
Satardy ....81 Uereeed ure), & non witilst Friday .++e20..Motns, & adj. sums. UNITED es uaa the neuen ety hnmies hd adress, an ayo) 
Mon, Feb.. 2..Hur cons & non wit list | Gaturday -21- Short causes, pets, adjeums | On OF before Jan Wiliam ‘Lote Grimwade, SF Gaen Victoria. st. 
Wednsday.. : ¢} causes with wits pen nk be so marked in the cause-book Wogneoday, Jan ‘eappointed hearing judicating upon 
Tharsday .. 5 at least one clear day before the same can lebts an: ' @anetie, Deo, 30.) 
Friday - see 7] Boer tg list be put in the pagerte be we ee Uxinerren mx < CHANCERY. ¥v.c. 
Bat ..ccceer 7 ure), & yo ye ith the fed y officer the dey before the “fa fret Thursday, Bumpuse Socrery, Accrrveron.—Bacon, V. 
Monday «+++ o.cWrur cons & neu vite! list saass Disab guste as payee has fixed Th ye Sat at 12.90, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
—_—_— [Gasetie, Deo. 26.) 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION, ee 
The Sellensine fa the ATTENDANCE OF a * . m Lavengotn Paseeaeees we ADVANCE src CoMPANT, befor, brings, Wile 
@ following is the rota of attendance e Queen’s Bench Division 
Masters at Chambers during the ensuing Hile viz.:—A to F,—| Ta Fame ot Eat" Liveseak BFS at Lvargck fos May San ee i050. Bellinger 
daye, and Mstrna meng Mee Fridays, - alton evs. Tas (Gazette, Deo. 28.) 
an turdays, Master Gordon. G to N.—Mondays, 
1 Pridays, Master Kaye; Tuesdays, Th and Sertnaye, Masker STEAMSHIP * Coarnary, Laneeemn—The My 
Hodgvom O to Z. —Mondays, Ww moan, Master the Hon. by an onder, dated Dee appetuted Spencer, 
E. Romilly; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Manley Smith (G@asette, Deo. 90.) 
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STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
.—Petition for wae 


lane, on M. , Jan 1 oo Davidso d M Victoria st, 
for ths'pett 2, m an orriss, Queen 


er, Truro, agent for the solicitors 
[ te, Dec. 30.) 
Frrenpiy Socrerres Dissoivep. 
Wepre UniTep FRIENDLY Socrety, Connah’ H Con- 
nah’s Quay, near Flint. Dec 23 : comet agtiega Dats 
[ Gazette, Dec. 26.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Axssort, H ANNAH ELIZABETH. Cheltenham. Jan 31. Shaw, New inn, ew 
ATKINSON, THOMAS, Kendal, Westmorland, Gent. Feb 2. Harrison an ; 


Bagster, Witt1AM, Campden hill, Kensington, Esq. Jan 31. Denton and Co, 
ae, Bedlige rd, Hammersmith, Florist. Feb 14. Wright and 
, STEPHEN. Weston su Mare, Seedsman. 5 
4 per Somerset, n. Jan 31. Smith, 

Burianp, J Sussex, Bookseller. Jan 28. Hillman, Lew 
= Lower Norwood, Gent. Jan 27. Career, Budge 


AGLISR, Manaaner Seth hint. Jon Jan 81. Moore, South Shields 
_——- AMES DA , + en onville 1 
Lincoln’s inn fields RENE, SS, TL Satgoens tint, 


Gu, Rosser. Kingston upon Hull. Jan 24. herd and Co, Beverl: 
os Emity Jane, Woodside River, Kent. e- 12, Hastie, Linosin’s inn 


o_o MicHakEt, Coleman st, Merchant. Jan31. Godfrey and Robertson, 
Huu, Micatan, Edgbaston, Warwick, Dissenting Minister. Feb 18. Latham, 


Kiyo, CaRoLInE, Cromwell rd, Teddington. Feb1. Burch, Ex 
Meret. SORE Tyson, Luton, Bedfordshire, Wheelwright. Saar 20. Sparkes 


Po. Wuriiam, Clayton le Moors, Lancaster, Carrier. Jan 31. Radcliffe, 


Roms JOHN be, hweek, Newton Abbott, 

mam, Hig) k, Newton Devon. Jan 11. 
5 ANS, Milverton ge 4 Jan 31. Pty momo 

Sra, . —_ st, ° emist. Jan 31 oughtons and Byfield, 


TAPPENDEN, THO Maidstone, Ken 6 3 
ArtOor hina OMAS, e it, Lodging-house Keeper. Jan 15. Beale 

TATTERSALL, GEORGE, Fairfield, near Manchester. Jan 31. Needham and Co, 

TorGoosE, JoHN Martin, Leake, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 1. Millington and 


WADE, ANN, Falmouth, Cornwall. Feb12. Jenkins, P 
Watson, Jonny, Sheffield, Aaphaion. ; Taylor, She homiela 





WELLINGTON, the Most Noble ARTHUR K, ccadill 
2. and snd Co, Lincoln's inn fiel fields nce ee 
WHtrstzY, Prrer, Halifax, Cotton Spinner. Feb 10. Symonds, Ripponden, 


+ — 

Wutrmore, JoserH Ezy, Dudley, W 

'Walte ont J, ey orcester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 8. 
[ Gazette, Dec, 23.] 








LONDON GAZETTES 


BANER ANNULLED. 
Under the aot, 1869. 
AY, Dec. 26, 1 


Fama 
Grellet, Albert, John Kupli, and Hobert do Meuron, Fenchurch st, General 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
TUESDAY, Dec. 23, 1884. 


Alderman, John, So rset Hig’ Dec 
ho sq, Invalid Manufacturer. h 
17. See Exam Feb 4 at 11 at 34, ie 7 a sessile, 
ebster, Liverpool, Accountant. ‘et Dec 6. 
Exam ne EA oe Cores Denes, Covermmnens wi , Victoria st, Fe 
Sheffield, Surgeon. Sheffield. Pet Dec 19. Dec 19. 


John , Ayles , Bue shire, Coal Merchant. Ay] 
eee er ae 
‘byshire, Painter. Aehton under Lyne. 


Pet Dec 18. Exam 8 at 12 at —, 

Brown, Richard W: -¥ to A Nottionnande® I Por Bec 
Worcestershire t C 

Cox, Robe Pe ky S Pena ee aga 

Oct 8. Ord Dec 16. ‘eb 4 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields a 


Davies, Ann, Morriston, Giamorganshire, Grocer. Swansea. Pet Deci7. Ord 
William, 

rae ayem, Beodiey, Kent, Plumber. Greenwich. Pet Dec 18, 

, Paper Merchant. Leicester. Pet Dec 18. Ord Dec 


Produce Broker. Liverpool. Pot Deo 39. 
19. Exam Jan 5 at 11 at Court house, Governasent it bidgs, V' "oad aMng bang 


Warwick Pimlico, 4 Court. 
naa ¢Eigh Court. Pet Aug on 
Ona gy 2 Tan Spas ti ot #4, ‘elas its * 
Ajeuentey, Cleator Moor, Baker. Whitchaven. Pet 
y a3 Jan 6 at 12 
Henry, Leeds, Engineer. Leeds. Pet Dec 20, Ord Dec 20. 


90 at 11 







Gi. Jom meen Victoria st, Tin Plate Printer. High Court. Pet Dec 5. 
Ord Dec Sane eee Seer ae be Lincoln's inn Aslds 


Harris. Philip, Cardiff, Hotel Keeper. Cardiff. Pet Dec 20. Ord De 20. Exam 


pearly 
Hig Peter, Manchester, Estate Agent. Manchester. Pet Oct 15. Ord Dec 
Exam Jan 13 at 12.30 


Hil, Wi Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Dec 12. 
word Weote’ Bese fon et iao enr> Termes. Uncen, Pet De 18 
Beckingham, N ettinghamshine, ‘armer, co. Dec 
ope 1 at 12 at 2.30 


Rayenstho p= Dews Yarn 8 er. Dewsbu 
ee ee Oe eee Donn 

. Henry, Brighton, y See Clerk. Brighton. Pet Nov 19. 
Ord Dee 19. yo Jan 15 a 


Julott, Charles James, Manchester, Perambulator Manufacturer. Salford. Pet 
Dec 17. Ord Deci7. Exam Jan7 ati 

Lee, Hears, "eee, Lancashire, cae. Burnley. Pet Decié6. Ord Dec 16. 
Exam Jan 

kesee, Themes Flensy, Nottingham, Joiner. Nottingham. Pet Dec 19. Ord 


Dec 19, 
Luck, pn pen leee Lewisham, Kent, Ironmonger. Greenwich. Pet Dec 
9. sage Dec 19. LS 18 at i 


Milnes, J: id Minos, jun, Dittleborough, Lancashire, Fulling 
Millers, “Oldham, Pet Dec 8. Ord Dec 19, Exam Jan 90 at 12 

nag Wy Fg Leicester. Pet Dec 20. Ord Dec 20. 
‘ino ‘Jan 14 at 10 

O’Neill, Thomas, Moorga‘ Ficater. High Court. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 19. 
Exam Jan 90 ttt at 86 Linco inn fields 

Orchard, Edward H cary, Walverbampton, Licensed Hawker. Wolverhampton. 
Pet Dec 19. Ose Dee Jan 


Orford, Harry, I Gaon. Insurance / i Ipswich. Pet Dec18. Ord Dec 18, 
Exam Jan 22 at 11.30 
Palmer, Susannah, Birkenhead, Confectioner. Birkenhead. Pet Te: 19. Ord 


Dec 19. Exam 

Pickup. Luke, Blackburn, Lancashire, Tripe Dresser. Blackburn. Pet Dec 20. 
Ord Dec 20. Exam Jan 13 at 11.30 

Reay, Robert Hodge, Newcastle on a tyme, Hairdresser. Newcastle on Ty.e. Pet 
Dec19. Ord Deci9. Exam 

Roberts, be jun, Anfield, Liv ae out of business. Liverpool. Pet Oct 31. 
bg Yonde — Jan 5 at 11.30 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria 

Rowlatt, a4 Leicester, Basket Maker. Leicester. Pet Dec18. Ord Dec 18. 
Exam J. 7) 14 at 10 

Sh oper, Se enry George, Surbiton, Geeney, no occupation. Kingston. Pet 

Ord Dec 18. Exam Jan 16 at 4 

3, Robert_ Hugh, putaewey, ‘Devonshire, Builder. East Stonehouse. 
Pet Dec i8. Ord Dec19. Exam Jan 

Tanner, Alfred Henry, Hanwell, of no commpatieit, Brentford. PetDec19. Ord 
Dec 19. Exam Jan 16 at 12 

sy ae William Henry, Walbrook, Chemist. h Court. Pet Dec 19. Ord 

19. Exam Jan 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 
Temple, John, Old Saltburn by the Sea, Yorkshire, Licensed Victualler. Stock- 


ton on Tees. Pet Dec 20. Dec 20. Exam Jan 16 

Thornton, John, Blackburn, Lancashire, ibaeoe. Blackburn. Pet Nov 28. 
Ord Dec 20. Exam Jan 13 at 11 

Tibcombe, * as Watford, Hertfordshire, Millwright. St Albans. Pet 
Dec . Exam 


Cross, Licensed Victualler. h Court. Pet Dec 19. 
Jan 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Green, Bo 


Waa, Harcourt, Brockley, Kent, Traveller. 
Exam Jan 13 at 1 
Willers, Jee Maesteg, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet Dec i8. Ord 
Willae Git = Cumming d Elizabeth Willing, Pl th, Wheelwrights. East 
2, Giles » an ae 5 ee g 
Stone! eae a) Dec 18. Ord Dec19. Exam Jan 
Waeos, + —- , Newland, Hull, out of business. York. Pet Dec 19. Ord Dec 
19. 


an 12 
chester, Beerseller. Manchester. Pet Dec 


8. 
Zuccani, Emilio, B lane, 8 os Commercial Clerk. High Court. Pet 
Nov 20. Oe Bee Henan an 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fie) 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec. 16. 


Stanley, vi and James Bowker Wainwright, "panama Grocers. Man- 
chester. Pet Nov17. Ord Decii. Exam Jan 5 at 12 


Fist MEETINGS. 


Blake, Joseph Nicholson, Sheffield, Surgeon. Dec 31 at 1. Official Receiver, 
Ron lane, Sheffield 
Ore George, Oxford, Butcher. Jan 2at12. Official Receiver, 1,St Aldate 
radbury, George William, Glossop, Derb watery Painter. Jan 5 at 2. Official 
Receiver, Townhall chbrs, Ashton under Lyne 

Browne, Henry Ernest, Hayward’s a, ussex, Nurseryman. Dec 30 at 2.30. 
Official vi 


er. 39, Bon A Brighto. 
ones. ah Liversedge, Yorkshire, Currier. Dec 30 at 10.30, Official Receiver, 


tley 
Cooper. oo. Hensy, Keighley, Yorkshire, Boot Dealer. Dec 31 at 3. Queen’ 


Davies, Ann, Morriston, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Dec 31 at 11. Official Receiver, 
6, Rutland st, Swansea 
Dixon, John Scett, Leicester, Paper Merchant. Jan 2 at 1230. Official Receiver, 


28, lane, 
Denes, ee Livan savegyent, Produce Broker. Jan 6 at 8, Official Receiver, 35, 
ool 
Mand Globe court Ambrose Frederick Samson, Frederick crescent, Brixton, 
and Globe court, Fish st hill, Licensed Victuallers, Jan6ati2. 33, Carey st, 


F Alexander, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Baker. Dec 81 at 2.30. 67, 
arquharson, — d, r. a 


Ht, Willam, Beckingham, Farmer. Jan1at12. Official Receiver, 2, St Bene- 
Horey, William, Beckingham, Farmer. Jan 1 at 12.30. Official Beceiver, 2, St 
ee Maurice Bocking, Sheffield, Cutlers. Dec 31 at 11. Official 
*Couty eae Newport P Aye Buckinghamshire, Boot Dealer. Jan 7 at 12. 


Jan 6 at 12.45. County Court Office, Abery- 
Jones, Mi Moss Sid bulator Manufacturer. 


Julott, Te anchester, Peram 
gest 7 at. Official Receiver, Side. s chbrs, Bri st, Manchester 
sell. Richard, Brighton, Gent. Dec 30 at 12. Receiver, 39, Bond st, 





Lee, , Nelson, Lancashire,Grocer, Dec 80 at 8, Exchange Hotel, Nicholis 
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ee a Jan 6 at 11. 38, Carey 
omas, W' ham Ji 

TAghels, Eames, ay ford St, Clenhe unction, Builder’s Clerk. Jan 1 at 2.30. 

Lucas, John, St t Helens. ‘aoe Jan lat 2. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria st, 

uk oe See Dartmouth, Dev Ironm: 30 

Lares it, oul onshire, onger. Dec 30 at 2. Castle 


John ¥ ie, Kingiten on nm Hull al, Ametjonem Doane % 2. Incorpor- 
Society, Lincoln's inn bh ™ 


ated Law Bowlalley lane. 

McNicholas, Peter, a Tallow ler. Jan 6 a 2. Official Receiver 
35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 

Milnes, J: vid Milnes, jun, pase, Lancashire, Fulling 


Millers. Jan 2 at 3.30. big a 
——— ‘les, Boot Dealer. Jan 2 at 8. Official Receiver, 28, Friar 


orford, Har rea Insurance Agent. Dec 81 at 12. Official Receiver, 2, 


Palmer’ Bur irkenhead, Confectioner. Dec 31 at 12. Official Receiver, 
P om oem ty 3 Pikenheed Pether, Lombard rd, Battersea, Engineers. 
er, » an er, . 
Dec 30 at 12. Official Receiver, omy Victoria 6 
30 at 3. Official Receiver, 


Pri Tiltyd Moline, 
109, Victoria st, West: 
Reay, Robert Hodge Tyne, Hairdresser. Dec 30 at 12.30. Official 
Hecetver, Coan ar pF ay Warteste rd, oy me = on Tyne 
Roff, pa en bag es, Chi Cont Seeoehens, Jan 9at11. Offi- 
ver, ine ~ chmbrs, ae oe -; ester 
Rowlat, Jobn, a Basket *Jan 1 at 12.90. Official Receiver, 28, 


lane, 
es Edward R Robert, , Thorpe, wants: Artist. Dec 30 at 8. Official Receiver, 
Queen st, No: 
a Moses, Blaenavon, Monmouthshire, Furniture Dealer. Dec 31 at 12. 


Receiver, 34, Bridge st, Newport. Mon 
Stanley, William, and James Bowker Wainwrigh t, Harpurhey, , Manchester, 

Grocers. ridge st, Man- 
.» Devonshire, Builder. 


Jan5 at 8. Official Receiver, Ones Gea 
ond oh, Plymouth 


chester 
Stevenson, Robert Hugh, Lay ee Pe ton St M 
Jan 2 at 3. Official Recet Receiver, 1 Frank 


by William H Sheffield, out ot gi te Dec 31 at 12. Official Re- 
enna Figtree lane, heffield 
Chepesow, Monmouthshire, Grocer. Dec 38iati. Official Re- 


yoriver 34, Bridge st, Newport 
be '® Willie or. High st, Peckham, Hosier. Jan 6at1. 38, Carey st, 


» Plymouth, Wheelwrights. Jan 
._ Offi 8, Frankfort st, outh ig 
Me = y Joseph, | Reostver ‘Hull, out of business. "Tan 2ati2. Official Receiver, 


Woodcock, William, Batley, Yorkshire, Commission Agent. Dec 30 at 11.30. 
Official Receiver, Bank chmbrs, Batley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Alexander, Thomas, Orford Hill, Norwich, Sewing Machine Maker. Norwich. 
Pet Dec 10. Ord 16 


Dec 
Batch, Jacob Peter, Norwich, Builder. Norwich. Pet Oct 3. Ord Dec 13 
Colbeck, John, Liversedge, Yorkshire, Currier. Dewsbury. Pet Deci6. Ord 


Cresswell, Heary William, Leadenhall st, Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept 23. 








onnkale a Lancaster, Horse Dealer. Preston. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec 19 
oe. Ann, Morriston, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Swansea. Pet Deci7. Ord 
Grocer. East Gecchouse. Pet Nov 
toe, f Samuel, Scarborough, Yorkshire, Boo t Maker. Scarborough. Pet Dec 
a. Sees a Redhill, Surrey, Grocer. Croydon. Pet Nov 27. Ord 
Flint, Edward Arthur, Oulton, Rothwell, Yorkshire, Farmer. Wakefield. Pet 
Frankland, William Henry, Leeds, Baginew \ 
--: John Gray Maccowan, ———_ Snore, Shepherd’s Bush, of no occupa- 
@uile. John, Merton, Surre: ieee oat ei ™* Fee Deo t 2. ant Dec 19 
, Frederick Charles, pa Monmouthshire, Clothier. 
Hall, erm 3 St John, "Stanley terr, Teddington. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Nov 
2 Alfred, Gk Solicit 
. yo hy N otting! ‘armer. 12. 
ao, So Beckingham, Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Dec 19. 
William, Liverpool, General Broker. Li 
Hussey. Ellen, Cardiff, of no occupation. Pembroke Ord Dec 20 
pe, O Pet June =e Ord 
Lorimer, "2, OF feawick rd, West Kensington, no occupation. High Court. 
et Nov 
cis Richard. Jeve, Bristol, out of business. Bristol. Pet Nov 25. 
Court. Pet Nov 21. Ord Dec 19 
Milnes, Ben, Bradford, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Bradford. Pet Dec 2. Ord Dec 19 
oseph, New Cross, Kent, Plumber. Greenwich Pet Oct 29. Ord Deo 19 
ov 21. 
Hampshire, Market Gardener. South- 
bert Gerard, Catford, Kent. Clerk. Greenwich. PetNov3. Ord Dec19 


Dore, Walter, West Alvingto: ve, at "Ord Bee 8 Devonshire, Baker and 
Dec 18 
Nov 19. Ord Dec 19 
lan: Leeds. Pet Dec 20. Ord Dec 20 
ourt. Pet - oy 11. 
ess. 
Pet Nov 21. Ord Dec! 
Henderson, . Gloucester. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec 19 
, William. hamshire, F; Lincoln. Pet Dec 
9 
1. Pet Nov 24. Ord Dec 19 
Pet Dec 5. 
King, Charles B., St Swithin’s lane, Engineer. High Court. 
McLaren, , Rotherhithe New rd, Rotherhithe, Iron Founder. High 
rederick, Rugeley, |, Victualler. Stafford. Pet Dec5. Ord 
Nash, caoph. 
Nield, W Lee um, 6 Paaly betes se, Cheshire, Bu . Ashton under Lyne and Sealy 
Pace, 
Philips, "Thomas, Southampton, Tea Merchant. Southampton. Pet Nov 28. 


Ord 
Pick il, ‘Richard, and He Pi Walham Walham Green, 
aie arias Ord Deo 19 = 
Stow Boru, bay Geen Otel Witow ae nok a Sage 
r omas 
yon age. Jain, G alias, S Wonceal Spline Halifax. Pet Nov 26. Ord 


Si Th Charles, G: th M 
immons, Thomas C cies, wove xa, Dartmouth Park rd, Merchant. High 
andl James Bowker Wainwright, Harpurhey, Manchester, 
es 
pon St. Mary, Devonshire, Builder. 


Ste iets eee — 

Vi u 

* een : s ber. Leeds, Pet Dec 3. oa " 
ois, Plumber. Law Pet Novi. 


use. Pet 
“Boot Manateoture 


tokoe, Thomas, 
Talos’ John, Nonwiohy Boot 








RT, ayes ia Brighton. Pet Nov 
Thorn, George, Oil Dealer. Bristol. Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 18 
Os es aoe re Oe Se High Court. Pet Nov7. 


fine Maidstone. Pet Nov 26. Ord Dec 20 
olstentolme, Sohn Dennogete, Manchester, Boer Beller. ‘Manchester. Pet 


Wi iliam, ¥ Pet 
Waite Wee ear, orkshire, Commission Agent. Dewsbury. 





Barber, William, Farmer. Colchester. Pet Novi9. Ord 
Dec 20. ee ee aes Colchester 

Bop, Rages. Selah, a . Huddersfield. Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec23. 
Exam Jan 

Bicke Aln Fiorthe A tural A 
id ston, Ralph, Roxbarsh, awick, } hagteet ens 


z 
g 
i 


Alfred, Elgin crescent, Notting Hill, out of Wnshnens. 
Co eo re 
ope Exam Jan 13 
Tanner. Scarborough. Pet Dec 23. Ord 


Breslauer, olph Li Merchant. Liv Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22. 
Clark, Nosh, Stocks M hear Wakefield, Coal Miner” Wakefield. Pet 
oor, near 
Ord Dec-20. Exam Jan 
On, Se. Se Grocer. Newcastle on Tyae. Pet Dec 10. Ord 


‘an 6 
a. Tee P Mewgeteen Tyne, Seiten. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Fricker. Henry, Brentford, Provision Dealer, Brentford. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 
Heal a | +, ae it 9, Lngola's tn High Court. Pet Nov 25. 
obson. ov 
Ona Ui Sou Soon ton. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22. 
Ln a 
big ol ty ag bom Packing Manufacturer. 
ton. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22. Exam Jan 7 at 11 
Hobos. John =. Ashton under Ashton under joes and 
talybridge. Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 23. ‘Exam Jan § at 1 at Townhall, Ashton 
hison, William, Mark Flower Merchant. Court. Pet 18. 
Ord Dec 18. Exam Jan 90 at 11 at 9 Lincoln's ian elds. oY 
Brentford. Nov 19. Dec 5. Exam Jan iy ty Ora 


—— John, Du Dudley, Worcestershire, Contractor. Dudley. Pet Dec 11. 
Exam Jan 20 at 12 


Willian J Baker. Court. Pet De 
WOT Des 20, Hevaon Pep eat ti ob oe, Lincola's inn elds % 


aye 


7 





Ashton wie jonas 
Bialybridee. Pet Dee 11. Dec 22. Exam Jan 8 at 1 at Townhall, Ashton 
under 
ee Baw Bo Tailor. Court. PetDec18. Ord Dec 
Ex Exam Feh at it at 84 Linooki’s inn elas" 
Mor Lie peg net pore. Tae Count. Pet Dec2?. Ord Dec 
19. an 79 at 11 at 34, ’s inn 


Nash, William Kelsey, High st, W: Builders’ Merchant. Wandsworth. 
Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 23. Exam Jan 

Nendick, Thomas, Old ‘Malton. Yorkshire, ‘Tailor. Scarborough. Pet Dec 22. 
Ord Dec 22. Exam Jan 6 at 12 

Parker, John Thomas, Lichfield, Staffordshire, Schoolmaster. Walsall. Pet Dec 
me Ord Dec 23. Jan 15 


i 


i dy Bh ey). Bootmaker. Coventry. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22. 
Red, Rahs ~ os Derby, Tailor, Derby. Pet Dec 11. Ord 
an 
Sortie Frasca John. Ghotield, Hatter. Sheffield. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22. 
Shilling, Joseph Duncan, 
Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22. Exam 14 at 10 at Townhall, 
Snot Oeaer. Gs See et Deo 28. Ord 
Dec 22. Exam Jan 8 at 12.30 at 
Matthew W: og Stockton on 
Ord 23. Exam Jan? 
Waters, Sam Walworth Confectioner. High Court. Pet Sept 27. Ord 
Nov 20. es Jan oan ites on bx Lienano ne tele 
Exam Jan 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Whittington, J C., Manchester, Jeweller. Manchester. Pet Deo 12. Ord 
‘Windross, George, Whiteha’ Cumberland, Newspaper Publisher. White- 
haven. "Pet Dec 28. Ord Dee 32. Exam Jan 12 at 13 
Bolton, Boot Dealer. Lage! =e 9 16, Wood st, Bolton 
fades rn Tawg beni Jan 8 at 11. Townhall, Col- 
Wakefield, Tailor. Jan 14 at 2 Official Receiver, 
Sou chbrs, W: 
illiam Charles, Dudley, Worcestershire. Confectioner. Jan 20 at, 10.30, 
rd, Newcastle on 
gros Gon Seen Nonsonle Essex, Groom. Jan? at12. County Court, Romford 
$9 Fane Sollciter. Jan 6 at 2.30. Official 
Andrew's chee, ye 
w, Heywood, Lancashire, Engine Packing Manufacturer. Jan 
ia Weed st Baltes 


Ensim Jan 1? of 8 at County hall, Coventey 
Exam Jan 22 at 11.30 
LW., out of business. ognett aul Ryte. 
Sinclair, Robert, Gt Grimsby, Smack 
Swainston, Darlington, 
ta Lg ay oe, 
Tomlinson, Thomas, nr Rochdale, Fulling Miller. Bolton. Pet Dec 9. 
Ord Dec 22. 
Watkinson, Ass, Harder’s rd, Peckham. High Court. Pet Oct 24. Ord Dec 1¢ 
Dec 22. Exam 
Frimst MEETINGS. 
Bickerton, Ralph, 
Jan 6 at 1.4. Fy Ee riba chbrs, yg ae oe 
Tyne 
Grocer. Jan 6 at 3.15. Official Receiver, County 
Recei’ » Goanty ery. 
nd. = fstgate nd, Newenatl Jan Satil. Official Reoeiver, St 
Feet chbed, Datine anh Agent. Jan 13 at 3.90. Official Receiver, 
Janem, toon SRE rot, Yarn Slane a che 
‘Oficial Receiver, Beak chore, 
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Auctioneer’s Clerk. Jan 2 at 12. Official 
Ola Malton, Yorkshire, Tailor. Jan5at1i. Official Receiver, 
tte Was gem yon. Licensed Hawker. Jan 3 at 10. 
Receiver, St P. 8 clone, Wo b WT caverpempien, 
Blackburn, Tripe Dresser, Jan2 at 1.30, County Court House, 
Walsall, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. Jan 5 at 2. 
Tidcombe, eorge, jun, Watfo: Hertfordshire; Millwright. Jan8 at 11.30. 
Ewen and George, Jun, Wa 75, Chan ancery ane 
Tomplineon, Thoms Thomas, nr Rochdale, Fulling Miller. Jan 5atii. 16, 
Wolstenkains ea John, Manchester, Beerseller, Jan 13 at 8. Official 
Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, madge st, Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
— a, Women, Little Bentley, Essex, Farmer. Colchester. Pet Novi9. Ord 
Bill, Hi Thomas, Walsall, Staffordshire, Auctioneer. Walsall. Pet Dec 6. 
Blake, Joseph Nicholson, Sheffield, Surgeon. Sheffield. Pet Dec19. Ord 
Bloomfield, Robert, Hove, Sussex, Builders’ Merchant. Brighton. Pet Nov 6. 


Ord Dec 22 


— Edward, Nottingham, Plumber. Nottingham. Pet Nov 4. Ord 


_ Alfred, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Tailor. Wakefield. Pet Dec 11. Ord 
Butler — Clarles, Dudley, Refreshment Contractor. Dudley. Pet Dec 8. 
Clank, leak, Noah, Stocks Moor, nr Wakefield, Coal Miner. Wakefield. Pet Dec 20. 


Caltart Wiliam, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 10. 


Coustes®, aoneey, Grantham, Lincolnshire, Clerk. Nottingham. Pet Nov il. 


Dillon, John, Bradford, Draper. Bradford" Pet Dec 3. 


Gunnell, Edwaré Stoneleiz: Kingsland, Heref: Pet ie, Wine Mor chant. Leo- 
minster. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 22 " pts 


wit, Ord Dec Ty Heath, py nn Dl out of business. Shrewsbury. Pet Oct 
ham, Joiner. Nottingham, Pet Nov8. Ord Dec 

oe a eae | pee Lyne, Grocer. Ashton under ae and 

._~) i, Bosal, a Maurice, Sheffield, Cutlery Makers. Sheffield. 

Bf Mark, Broadway, Stratford, Furniture Dealer. High Court. Pet Nov 28. 

Jue, John, Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Dec 5. Ord 


ol ag od on Burley. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 23 
inne 





gpetiaghem, Druggists’ Sundryman. Nottingham. Pet 
rr Googe ‘Thomas, Maidstone, Draper. Maidstone. Pet Nov 27, Ord 


May, William, Liv Master Carter. Liv 1. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec 22 
Orford, Harry. Ipewch, insurance Sat Ipewich. Pet Dec 18. Ord Dec 22 
Pune, ead, Confectioner, Birkenhead. Pet Dec 19. Ora 
Pickup, Luke, Blackburn, Tripe lackburn. Pet Dec 20. Ord Dec 28 
Prichard, = Moline, Levene ont Solicitor. Greenwich. Pet Nov 3. 
Rela, Richard Higham, Sadlergate, Derby, Tailor. Derby. Pet Dec 11. Ord 
Shanklin, Isle of WPo: 
shiling, soe Dame, aya. | le of Wight, out of business. Ne rt 


Wi William, and William J Evi 
me ge By yd ones Evans, Liverpool, Tea Dealers. Liver- 


hi 


ristol, Grocer. Bristol. Adjud Sept 30. 


reenat Dec 30, pas 

Bawden, Jobn Lowman, St J st rd, Dra h Court, 
Dec 2. ~— Feb 4 at 11 aa 34, pred ore fiel apres net Ae 
ven, Pembrokeshire, Grocer. Pembroke 


"Book. “Pet oak. Pet Dec 18. Ord Dee me — 


22, Exam Jan 21 at 1.30 at Temperance Hall, 


Gaeliand. Richard, and Albert George Abraham, Gt St Helen’s, Wharfingers. 
Court. Pet Dec2%4. Ord Dec 24. Exam Feb6at 11 at 34, Tamotin'e ton 





. Huddersfield, Milliner, Jan¢abi.. Official Receiver, New st, 
sg, paneer Jan Sat 11, 33, Carey st, Lin- 
Brywn, Widdiern,, Movingham, Water Carrier. Jan 6at1i2. Official 
Carey, Edward, Brixton mange walt Fete Jan8ati. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal 
Lt earth pares» Mervan rd, Brixton, Builder. Jan8at12. 33, Carey st, 
se ty ge, Milford Haven, Pembrokeshire, Grocer. Jan 7 at 


of ra, Guay Scart ‘Thomas Henman, jun, 


Henman, Ed Shoreditch, Sta- 
Jan dati, Beokrupte P Lincoln's inn fields 
Holroyd, J ohn. W. 7 ‘Ashton under eg Jan 8 at 11. 


onthe chmbrs, Ashton under Lyne 

er, 

fatohigon, ‘William, Mark lane, Flour Factor. Jan19at11. 83, Carey st, Lin- 
co. 


Tenvens, John, Dock-lane, Dudley, Contractor. Jan 20at 10. Official Receiver, 
=, ima Henry, Nottingham, Joiner, Jan 6at2, Official Receiver, Ex- 
tt, Alfred, , Cheshire, Stonemason. Jan 8 at 12. Official Re- 





ywnhall ‘Ashi under L 
Middleton, Frederick, Sugeley ae, Licmmel Wiemann, Jan 7 at 1.30. County 
art Staf 
Mou teney, Joh, N , Coachman, Jan? at 12. Official Receiver, Ex- 
Pratt, Benjamin, i Bootmaker. Jan 7 at11. Official Receiver, 46, Jor- 
dan well, a wichem, 





Reid, Richard og Jané6at12. St James’s chmbrs, Derby 

ea: a sooree, mete x , no occupation, Janéatil. 2and 
mate 3 lan 

shine — We. ccd, I.W., out of business. Jan 6 at 2. 145, 

anaes ch st Geum” Smackowner. Jan 8 at 2. Official Receiver, 3, 


Hav 
prt Lane st, Pi Merchant, Jan 8 at 11. Bankrupicy 


iS} 
we . 
Portugal ot vel, wg i Newspaper Publisher. Jan 8 at 3. 
eS gee Whitehaven 


Bet, sees, Mortimer st, Ontord 2 st, Bookseller. High Court. Pet Nov 27. 

J ghnson, George, » fun, Be Ravensthorpe, nr Dewsbury, Yarn Spinner. Dewsbury. 

os Se Tieditihs nt, Btecknent, Denbighshire, Saddler. Newtown. 

Nichols, J =o lee, Landridge rd, Fulham, Foreman of Works. High Court. 

William, Holly Bush hill, Hampstead, Gent. High Court. Pet 

Price, Henry, Chester, Grocer. Chester. Pet Nov 29. Ord Deci9. Official Re- 
ceiver, t chbrs, Chester 


cree bo | George, Surbiton, Surrey, no occupation. Kingston. Pet Dee 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Hoorer.—Christmas-day, at 4, © the wife of Miller 
pecan Sommabeaaden, of a Om em wane, Easton, 


. at 9, Vicarage-terrace, Kendal, the wife of Herbert 
Sooer, solicitor, of a daughter. é : 


MARRIAGE. 
nears RNE.—Dec. 20, at All Saints’ = Fulham, William Henry 
Whitfield, of 5, Southampton-street, Bicomebary , to Amy Elizabeth, 
daughter of the late Thomas Osborn, of 
DEATHS. 


eT em 26, at Bath, George 8. Lean, M.A., of Lincoln’s inn, barrister-at-law, 


6 28, at 16, Bedford-gardens, Kensington, Joseph Philips, of the 
Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 71. 





















pe Baan Sh aman Birmingham. Pet Dec 12, Ord CONTENTS. 

Rese, fpe0 Surrey, Market Gardener, Kingston, Surrey. Pet Dec 22. — 

Wo Boo a J a s ok. CURRENT Torics 158 rye At Nist Prrvs . 168 

woe. "Baa Jan 18 15 cashire, Confectioner. Burnley. Pet Dec 2. Ord COVENANTS FOR RENEWAL IN wate PN Ag monet eoccee cones ee = 

Burnley. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dovey’ Hancashire, General Draper and Hosier. | nae OpaaNiZaTION OF. A Sorscrron’ 8 TRADERS ON nS ON THE HaakavvtOT Aor, es 
¥iest MEETINGS. ; f TES coe : 

Armstrong, John, Wadhurst, Sussex, Farmer. Jan‘é at 12%. 39, Bond st, = é 16 

ASES :— COMPANIES «-sse- ss soagevocted 

Bailey, William, Ravenshaw terr, North End'rd, Walham Green, Builder. J OASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS :~ ORED: OLams woodsesss 208 

Satz. alae Lincoln’s inn sf Reg. v. Derome....... sesseseeees 157 | LONDON GAZETTES, &C., &C..-.--. +--+ 162 

SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA EDE AND SON, Just published, 8vo, 128. 6d. 


en a re OF or Chocolate Powder. 
a= Boluble Coco of inest 

with the excess of f aaaai. acpend ROBE 
Pr erage f -” S most nutritious, per 


Pehl commend invaluable fer ES iavalide feat Childe dren.” oF 
the entire Medioal P: 


_ or other sdmixture; it it suite 
Ra pt oy ypese n all climates, and is four 
Of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 


Laws 
wih starch, £0.” a &&,, and 1m REALITY cuzarze than such |20BBS FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS Women in Englan 


with boi 
“ain tee Seat pate. © Seeapeontnt 


ie, 90d me be taken when 





TB0overy: The Principles and Practice ; 


with an A: dix of Forms, including 
MAKERS, | yori ttle Ojesueuy ts Boones OES" 
Re 5S ?| WARD BRAY, Le ier 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Ma: the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Pare Bench Corporation of London &c. 





Just published, 8vo, 5s 
sERIED ) WOMEN. i History of the 


ap eke a Married 
a rela obtained 
the Yorke P: ry the rab of Cambridge), 





SOLICITORS’ GOWNS By BASIL EDWIN LAWRENCE, M.A., LL.M. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for B T Cler’ 
ocoatina 4 La VAnILtZ is the most delicate, digestible, end Olan pm sao ‘own Clerks, 





Just published, Second Edition, 8vo, 15y 


In tine at 1s Cd ae bor Oa rae cemiate ana (CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & GlERGY gowns | PXBOBATE and ADMINISTRATION ; Law 


Charities on Special the Bole A 
H, Bomwatrzzz & Co., 10 by aw Strand, London, W, 





ESTABLISHED 1660, Business. By d DE 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


Forms and Contention 
Barrister-at-Law 








Reeves & TURNER, 100, Chancery-lane, London. 
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